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THE PATENT LAW CoMMIssion has n in to 
hold its meetings at No. 2, Victoria-street. On the 27th 
and 28th ult., the Commissioners present were Lord 
Stanley, Lord Overstone, Sir W. Erle, Sir W. Page 
Wood, Sir W. Atherton, Sir H. Cairns, Mr. Wadding- 
ton, Mr. Hindmarch, Mr. Grove, and Mr. Fairbairn: 
Mr. Edward Lloyd, the secretary, was also present. 
Further meetings have since been held on successive 
Tuesdays and Wednesdays, a good practice, which, 
we are informed, the Commissioners propose, if possible, 
to continue during the session. It is to be hoped 
that the difficulties of satisfactorily carrying out the 
object of this inquiry may not induce the Commis- 
sioners to take too narrow a view of its object. 
Whilst we quite admit the absurdity of overlayin 
the case with a mass of evidence, either of one-side 
objectors, who can suggest no practical remedy for 
their grievances, or of well satisfied patent-agents, 
who can only reiterate a general approbation of things 
as they are, we must remember that any report, to be 
satisfactory, must be founded on the fullest evidence 
of the opinions of all classes interested in the question. 
It is better to be even tedious than not fairly to view 
the law from every aspect. 

When the commission was first appointed the main 
subject of complaint was the excessive cost ot obtain- 
ing and maintaining a patent ;—that in fact, the patentee 
and the public were unduly taxed by this means, and 
that. in addition to the tax im by Government, 
there was, by operation of law, a tax, in some instances 
of almost increible amount, imposed on the owner of 
this peculiar. species of property for its protection. 
Thus, it appears by a report of the Commissioners 
of Patents; of August, 1862, that’ the surplus income 
arising from fees (not inclusive of stamp duties) paid 
during the last ten years by patentees, and now in the 
hands of Government, amounts to £129,000, while 
they estimate the available future income of the 
Patent Office at £78,100 annually. In considering 
whether any and what change it may be advisable to 
introduce into the present system, we must not lose sight 
of the fact that such a change may ibly take in 
part the form of introducing a special tribunal for the 
trial of all’patent.cases. If that’ be the case it would 
not do, in a financial point of view, to diminish to any 
— extent the fees now payable for obtaining a patent. 

he -principle of the system undoubtedly should be 
self-supporting, and we think nothing more. Again, 
an additional item.of expense may arise from the 
fact that,the building in which the present business 
of the Great Seal Patent Office is carried on, is wholly 
insufficient for the accommodation of the public; 
and even that building might be enlarged so as 
to include, under one roof, and with increased ac- 
commodation, the business now carried on in the Patent 
Office, and that of the Museum of Patents at South 
Kensington. From this point of view, therefore, it will 
be necessary for the Commissioners to consider how far 
they can recommend any reduction in the present cost 
of obtaining a patent. Into the more important con- 
sideration whether we should not, by diminishing the 
present cost of obtaining a patent, encourage a number 
of mushroom inventions, which even now spring u 
from day to day, and arethe cause not only of muc 
inconvenience to persons engaged in trade and manu- 
facture, but frequently turn out to be the stumbling 
blocks and ruin of ingenious, but shallow would-be in- 
ventors, our space will hardi now allow us to enter. 
This is a point which cannot fail to be raised before the 
Commissioners, and is at the same time one on which | 











will be most. felt the extreme difficulty of ® 
satisfactory body of evidence. Patent agents of course 
see but little fault: in the main features:of the present 
system. Any one who reads the evidence taken before 
the committee of the House of Lords in 1851, will learn 
what the temper of mind of these gentlemen is. . The 
class whose opinions require to be fairly represented is 
that of educated tradesmen in a large way of business, 
and the perhaps less numerous one of manufacturers, 
who are not themselves in the habit of taking out 
tents. Now is the time for such ns to come 
orward, not merely to state their. own . special 
grievances, but, to give a general notion of the way 
in which the system affects the class, and to suggest 
some practical remedy.. Under the second. head—viz., 
the defect of the present. system of trying patent 
causes—recent events have shown clearly, e 
how much some amendment is required, and it will 
no doubt be within the recollection of every one 
who has had for himself or for others the misfortune to 
be concerned in the trial of a patent, at what. a cost of 
money and time, and often to how. little effect, .he.has 
been driven to assert or defend the. right... There is 
one very important mepeten which should, we think, 
be well considered by this commission, and that is whe- 
ther any amendment of the law should not contain 
some provision as to the status of patent agents. If, as 
we have before suggested, it be in. contemplation to in- 
stitute a special tribunal for the trial of patent cases, 
it would certainly be most reasonable to require that the. 
persons holding virtually the position of solicitors: 
should be amenable to rules of discipline. similar 
to those by which the latter class are governed. It is, 
we fear, undisputed that amongst the class of patent 
agents there are at present many who make a livelihood 
by practices which would not be ventured on if their 
conduct were subject tosuch strict regulation as we. pro- 
pose. The higher class of this body would, we feel as- 
sured, view any regulation of this sort with satisfaction. 
They, and we are happy to say they are numerous, 
would have nothing to tear and much to-gain by a mea- 
sure which would elevate the character and conduct of. 
their business. Such are in brief the main heads of this 
question. We may in future discuss some of the details 
which would be involved in carrying out the suggestions 
we have put forward; the latter we leave, recommend- 
ing them to the consideration—a consideration, it may 
be, to be followed by action—ot every one who is inter- 
ested in the patent law. 


Siz G. Bowrer has again brought forward his Bill 
for reforming the Inns of Court. Itis identical with the 


bill of last year. From some observations which Sir R, 
Palmer made on Tuesday evening when leave was 
asked to introduce the bill, it is not unlikely that the 
Government are prepared with a measure on the subject. 
We are aware that some members of the Bar areat 
present engaged in considering the advisability of urging 
upon Parliament the formation of a Law University. 
Such a scheme as that proposed by Sir G. Bowyer 
would, no doubt, be an improvement, so far as the 
government of the Bar merely is coneerned. It pro- 
poses to substitute one joint Council of Discipline, 
elected by the members of the four Inns, for the present 
isolated action of the Benchers of each Inn, and to 
have all inquiries touching professional delinquencies of 
barristers conducted publicly ; but beyond these changes 
no other modification of the existing system is contem- 
plated—except that the Council is to state in writing the 
reasons of its decision in each case. Whether this'‘Council 
would have the duty of initiating proceedings against de- 
linquents does ‘not appear from Sir George's Bill ; nor 
does it contain any provision for this purpose. At present 
the chief complaint against the Benchers of the various 
Inns is not so much as to their secret and uncertain pro- 
cedure as their general inertness. Cases of flagrant 
impropriety are sometimes insufficient to attract their 
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notice, and, therefore, go unpunished. It was 
the other day that rs Slarediied between pe 
barristers, of a most indecent and indeed out- 
us kind, took place at the Middlesex Sessions; 
and although it has excited indignation t h- 
out the profession the offenders seem to have gone with- 
out punishment, and even without rebuke, so far as the 
Bar is concerned. The caseis, no doubt, an illustration 
of the old adage that “ what is everybody's business is 
nobody's business.” No barrister, acting in his private 
capacity, would like to take the initiative in instituting 
pre ings against either of the parties before the 
nchers of his Inn of Court; and the Benchers do not 
think it their duty to move until they are called upon 
todo so. Ifa Council of Discipline is to be substituted 
for the separate action of the Inns of Court there ought 
also to be some provision for ve every proper case 
under its consideration. We should te thought, how- 
ever, that the present opportunity ought not to be lost 
for establishing a real Faculty or University of Law; 
and this is a question in which solicitors are almost as 
much interested as the Bar. The subject, however, is 
too wide to be more than touched upon here. We have 
already given it our consideration, and expressed our 
views upon it at some length in these columns. 

Since the foregoing was in type, we have learned 
that the Benchers of Lincoln’s-inn have instituted an 
inquiry into the conduct of Messrs. Cooper and Ribton, 
the two barristers who were engaged in the unseemly 
quarrel at the Middlesex Sessions, to which we referred 
above. “We have also heard that the judges have af- 
firmed the decision of the same Benchers in the case of 
Mr. Claydon, who was disbarred last year. 


Mz. Henry Sexmovur, M.P., has published a letter 
on the ecclesiastical courts, from which we make the 
following extract :— 

At the commencement of the last session I directed the 
attention of the Home Secretary to the state of the eccle- 
siastical law, 

I urged that the consolidation of these statutes would be of the 

service, not only to the clergy but the laity, and I 
now that this view of the case was entertained by leading 
members of the Government and of the opposition, The 
opinions, however, of those whose object seems to be to leave 
everything in reference to the Church in a state of chaos pre- 
vailed. The only assistance which the Government afforded 
me was what they were compelled to give—namely, a promise 
that the Church Building Acts should be consolidated and 
amended. 

That promise has been fulfilled; and the troublesome task of 
carrying it out has been entrusted to a highly competent gen- 
tleman. I still adhere to the opinion I have expressed; and 
venture to hope that you, Sir, will agree with me, that 
pO gg ae: statutes ought to be still further consoli- 


I also inquired of the Home Secretary whether or no it was 
the intention of the Government to introduce a bill for the 
reform of the ecclesiastical courts and registries, and was an- 
swered that a bill, approved by the two archbishops and by 
fifteen of the bishops, had been forwarded by the Archbishop 
‘of Canterbury to the Home Office, and that the Home Secretary 
hoped before the end of the session to lay a bill upon this sub- 
ject on the table of the House. I need hardly state that this 
was never done, and, jvdging from the past, unless the Govern- 
ment take the initiative, and bring in a measure on their own 
responsibility, the scandals of the ecclesiastical courts and 
registries will never be removed. : 

The prelates have from time to time submitted various 
Clergy Discipline Bills, or heads of bills, to the Government 
of the day, but they have been rejected either (1) from their 
seeking to reduce clergy discipline to an absolute despotism 
(see Clergy Offences’ Bill presented to the House of Lords, by 
the Bishop of Exeter, 1856); or (2) from their excessive 
demands of patronage. Take, for instance, the Bishop’s Bill 
of last Session, to which Sir George Grey alluded, the schedule of 
which proposes salaries for the chancellors, registrars, and 

amounting to yery nearly £20,000 per annum. The 
most outrageous proposition that the prelates made was to 
pice, tok age omar gba the first time in the history of 
the in England, upon the funds 





Commission, or those funds the surplus of which has been 
specially set apart by Parliament for the relief of spiritual 
destitution in populous places.’ They also proposed to charge 
this fund with their legal expenses in cases where pro- 
ceeded against should be condemned in costs, and unable to 

y them. I do not deny that a hardship exists oss 
9 hee obliged to pay £1,500, for unfrocking a an like 
Mr. Bonwell, but the necessity for the payment of 
sums has arisen from their pertinacious opposition to the reform 
of the Ecclesiastical Courts and registries. It is notorious 
that their sons, relations, and mere dependants, are the judges, 

istrars, and officers who receive these exorbitant ts. 
here is no financial difficulty in dealing with ae 

There are from existing sources more than sufficient for 
the payment of all necessary expenses of reformed courts of 
justice and registries. The ecclesiastical fees from marriage 
licences alone amount to upwards of £40,000, exclusive of 
stamp duties. The other fees amount to about £20,000, 
making an annual total of about £60,000 to support the Eccle- 
siastical Court and registries. 

It is notorious that the Ecclesiastical Courts are worse than 
the Court of Chancery was before the recent reforms. There 
is enormous delay, expense, and uncertainty in obtaining justice 
in the simplest cases. At the present momenta clergyman 
accused of a very grave offence continues to officiate in a large 
living, because two bishops cannot decide as to which of them 
ought to prosecute him. If a bishop desire to take proceedings 
against a clergyman, he has an official right to show to his 
chancellor an ex parte statement of the case, and ask his 
opinion whether it would be safe to proceed, If the case goes 
on, the bishop, who has in all probability heard sufficient to 
make up his mind upon the guilt or innocence of the delin- 
quent, and the chancellor, who has had an ex parte statement 
before him against the accused, upon which he has advised the 
bishop to take proceedings, are his judges. Is this common 
justice? In the case of “Essays and Reviews,” the Bi of 
Salisbury instituted proceedings in his court against Dr. Wil- 
liams. Previous to the commencement of that suit the bishop, 
who had been memorialized by his clergy to prosecute, must 
necessarily have consulted the chancellor of his diocesan court 
as his legal adviser. When the proceedings arrived at a cer- 
tain stage in the bishop’s court the case was sent to the court of 
the archbishop, and in that court the chancellor of the court 
below appeared as counsel. - 

_ Mr. Henry Seymour has the merit of not being con- 
tent with denouncing grievous and undeniable evils, for 
last year he brought forward a complete and well-con- 
sidered scheme intended for their remedy. Its main 
features are the substitution of a Queen’s court or 
judge for the present ecclesiastical tribunals, to be 
verned by general rules and orders, with an appeal to 
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council. TO- 

however, that the work of reform be 
ual, and that the ecclesiastical courts and i 
in England and Ireland, with their respective judges 
and officers, should, during their lives, remain as at 
present constituted. We considered Mr. ur's 
scheme last year, when it was published,* and refer our 
readers to the comments which we then made. 


Tse Scuoot Expowments of d amount to 
£300,000 at the least, and no other charitable funds 
have been the subject of more inquiries, or with less re- 
sult. The report of the last commission proposes to 
vest plenary ty iction over endowed schools, in the 
Privy Council, and this proposal has drawn forth warm 
copesition from various quarters. A pr, f of 
the better public feeling towards the Court o 2 aha 
which its recent reforms have brought about, is to be 
found in a leading article on the subject, which a 
peared in the Times on Wednesday last. It ridical icules 
the notion of placing such important judicial powers in 
the hands of unskilled persons, and insists upon a resort 
to the equity judges as the most reasonable and feasible 
mode of carrying out the wishes of the community 
generally in reference to these endowments. We quote 
the conclusion of this important article :— 

We should be inclined to adopt the agency of the learned 

experienced judges of the courts of equity in preference 
* 6 Sol, J. 833. . ’ . 
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to that of any Government department. Let the 

extend the powers of the courts of equity so as to enable them 
to deal in contested cases with all the subjects which the Commis- 
sioners to hand over to the Committee of Council. Let the 
Courts not only have power to reform educational charities, but 
also to apply useless or noxious charities. Let the Charity 
Commissioners have jurisdiction by consent over the same 
range of subjects, and, if the Committee of Council be re- 
quired to act, call upon it ‘to ins and examine all endowed 
schools in the same way that it inspects and examines the 
children of schools receiving Government aid, and let it 
publish @ report containing the results of such inspections. 
We should then have all ‘the requisites for forming a healthy 
public opinion, combined with the 
opinion the fallest effect. 

Mason Yutverron, presented on the 10th inst., an 
appeal to the House of Lords, against the decision of the 

of Session ; and the respondent, the triumphant 
Mrs. Yelverton, was ordered to put in her answer in 
pplication will be made to have the 
case heard forthwith. As to the decision of ‘the Irish 
Court, no appeal has appeared; but it would seem 
probable that the House of Lords will be called upon to 
examine the Irish as well as the Scotch judgment; and 
the hearing of both causes may convenienily be taken 
together, It is expected that Scotland will send up 
another singular case of matrimonial law, that of Pitt v. 
Pitt, where the Scotch Court has considered itself to be 
possessed of jurisdiction to dissolve an English marri 
entered into by — parties, although the wife 
never once set her.foot in Scotland. The husband had, 
however, acquired a sort of rambling domicil by shoot- 
pag es age seasons successively in the Highlands ; 
holding that this fact supported their assertion of 
jurisdiction, the Scotch Court has pronounced a decree 
chet iagitiediog ieeutarn, apglicuble 99 tie: saasiings 
a legislative measure, applicable to the marriage 
laws of the three kingdoms, and having for its object to 
render them at once rational and uniform, can be much 
longer deferred. 

Tue Lanp Reatsrry Orrics has issued a “‘ Memoran- 
dum” (not a General Order) for the information of 
solicitors ing to transact business with the office. 
The General Order of last October was very vague in 
its terms, and rendered necessary a constant application 
to the for directions as to the steps to be taken 
in @ ing for registration. We o' ed at the 
time upon the inconvenience and uncertainty attending 
such an arrangement. The recent Memorandum meets 


means of giving that 


these ons satisfactorily. It contains as minute 
and intelligible directions as could be afforded by a per- 
sonal interview with the registrar, Our rs will 


find it at length elsewhere in our columns. 


Tue Lanp Transres Act of, last session supersedes 
the registries in the counties of Middlesex and York as 
to any land regi under the Act, and it is said 
eas coeeree a Shenk 'fo ‘lemme: Se op a 
considering whether some changes ought not to 
sean Grid Une, stnininatlan of Inne okente in.cither of 
these two counties. 


Mr. Beresrorpy Horr has written to the Times 
pointing out a curious anomaly of our statute law 
affecti blicans, which came to light in a case re- 
cently before a country bench of magistrates :— 

A publican was brought before us by a policeman for having 
his ous open at unlawful hours on Sunday afternoon— 
namely, at half-past four—the last Act which regulates the 
subject i & 19 Vict.) prescribing that all publichouses must 
be shut the hours of three and five on Sunday after- 
noon. The publican defended himseli by stating that he was 
acting in compliance with his licence, which he produced. The 
perusal of this document revealed the strange fact that, alth 
the pruning Act (9 Geo. 4) ordered that pnblichouses should 
be shut on Sunday afternoons during the ordi hours of the 
divine service of the church or chapel of , and 


.8e6 out in a schedule a form of licence as 
much, yet the subsequent Act, under which wo were 








called upon to convict, has no schedule and no amended form 
of licence, and that thus all the magistrates of Eaglead have 
ever since been perforce licensing all the publicans re 
under the terms of the obsolete Act of George IV., and of 
the existing one of Victoria. The defen in 
a a ot - had read 73 continued Pa 
icence, shutting at -past two an at half-past 
every Sunday = Reel need nadie oat 
unanimously performed an act of justices’ justice, and dismissed 
the. complaint. A beerhouse-keeper was brought up at the 
same time, but as his. licence, issued by the Excise, the 
actual hours, he was made to pay a small fine. 
Tas Mrmpie Tempce Haxt, it has been 
might be better used, on the occasion of the 
ay 4 ema we for a dinner to the members of 
the Honourable iety. A correspondent 
“instead of the usual dinner, which is a t 
only to the male sex, that the benshers should throw 
n their beautiful hall for the barristers and students 
all the legal societies and their friends, to have 
a grand ball. This would be a compliment to the 
Princess as well as to the Prince.” 


Tue Qussec Bar have represented to the Govern- 
ment that by reason of advanced age Chief Justice 
Bowen is no longer able to discharge the active duties 
of his office, and that thereby very great loss and in- 
convenience are constantly suffered. The Ministerial 
organ at Quebec remarks that Chief Justice Bowen is 
not the only Canadian judge whom the infirmities of 
age should have warned into retirement before now. 


Mr. Wuirenvrst’s case was rane certiorari 
into the Court of Queen’s Bench, and have been 
tried at the present sittings; but in consequence of the 
heavy nature of the causes that haye come before the 
Court, it will be impossible to try it, as the Westminster 
after-term sittings closed on W ay. Special j 
cases are rarely, if ever, taken during the sittings 
term, or at the after-term sittings, from 

days only being devoted to the Westminster and Guild- 
hall. after-term sittings (two days at each os Con- 
sequently, it: will have to go over to the Trinity after- 
term sittings in June next, 

Tus orrice of Chief Justice of British Guiana has 
become vacant by the death of Sir W. Arrindell, Kni 
C.B. The salary is £2,500 a-year, with a retiring 
after fourteen years’ service. 4 

Tue Jupcesuir of the Bristol County Court Circuit 
has become vacant by the death of Mr. W. H, Willes. 

Tue Hon. Evetry Asner, second son of the Earl 


E 


i 


of Shaftesbury, and private to Lord Palmer- 
Pr 5 has been appointed treasurer of the county eourts 
of Dorset. 


Mr. Georar Srovin Venanizs, of the Common Law 
Bar, has been appointed Queen’s Counsel. 

Mr. Sezseant Woorryxcu will read a paper on Mon- 
day evening, at eight o'clock, at the Law Amendment 
Society, on the “ European Conventions with re to 
Domicil ;” after which, the report of the sp com- 
mittee on the “ Marriage Laws of the United King- 
dom” will be considered. 





ARRANGEMENT DEEDS IN BANKRUPTCY. 

By far the ter part of the larger insolvent estates 
are ‘chin wees mite. ye with creditors, and 
not by the regular process of bankruptcy. The habit 
of winding up by way of arrangement with creditors 
arose from, or was at least stimulated by, various canses, 
some of which still exist in greater or less vigour, while 
some are now done away with; but not least among 
them was the vast expense incident to 
bankruptcy, owing chiefly to the per centage which was 
levied on bankrupts’ estates for the “ie the bank 

item 


ruptcy establishment. This i now been 
Societal tie eotenate of neuter, chia, oe 
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other hand, a provision for compulsory registration and 
heavy stamp duties imposed on deeds of arrangement 
may tend to equalise matters in this respect, but a cus- 
tom once grown up isalways some time in being broken 
through; and, for some time at least, we imagine, a 
greater annual amount of assets will be administered 
under deeds of arrangement than under the regular pro- 
cess of bankruptcy. It is therefore of the utmost im- 
portance to keep a watch upon the laws’as regards these 
deeds, according as it is expounded by judicial decisions, 
which, to say the least, are a useful assistance in deter- 
mining the meaning, not otherwise obvious, of the clauses 
respecting these deeds, contained in the Bankruptcy 
Act of 1861. 

Two new decisions have just been pronounced on the 
vexed questions relating to such deeds, under the late 
Bankruptcy Act, and at length we may say that there are 
some matters relating to them which can be looked on 
as established law, having been determined by the con- 
current decisions of the Lords Justices and the Lord 
Chancellor, whose judgments, in one respect at least, 
confirm the judgment of the Court of Exchequer. 

The cases to which we specially allude are those of 
Ex parte Morgan, Re Wodehouse, heard before the Lord 
Chancellor, on the 28th and 30th of January, 1863, and 
reported 11 W. R. 316, and Dewhurst v. Kershaw, be- 
fore the Court of Exchequer, on the 30th of January, 
1863, reported 11 W. R. 315; and we direct attention 
more particularly to the first-mentioned of these cases. In 
it the earlier decisions, both on the Act of 1849 and on 
that of 1861, were, as might be expected, closely can- 
vassed, the cases on the latter Act, which were particu- 
larly examined, being the well-known-and important 
ease of Walter y. Adcock, in the Court of Exchequer, 
7H. & N. 541, and Re Rawlings and Re Shettle, before 
the Lords Justices, 11 W. R. 157, 158. ‘The older cases 
examined were Teiley v. Taylor, 1 El. & Bl. 521; 
Cooper v. Thornton, 1 El. & Bl. 544; and Snodin v. 
Boyce, 4H. & N. 391. The case of Re Rawlings may, 
then, be said to become completely confirmed by the case 
under discussion, and the law may now be looked on as 
completely settled as follows :— 

Ist. That a deed, to be valid under the 192nd sec- 
tion of the Act of 1861, and so to bind dissentient cre- 
ditors, need not contain any conveyance of the whole or 
any part of the debtor's estate: as it is said there need 
not be any cessio honorum. 

2ndly. That a deed to be so valid must be for the 
benefit of all the debtor's creditors, and not for a limited 
class = This was also decided in Walter y. Adcock, 
and has been confirmed by Dewhurst v. Kershaw. 

3rdly. That a deed for the benefit of creditors, though 
of such a kind as not to be valid within the 192nd sec- 
tion, yet requires registration within the 194th section 
of the Act of 1861. 

4thly. That such a deed, though duly registered 
within the 194th section, if it be not valid within the 
192nd, will have no effect in staying proceedings in 
bankruptcy against the debtor, and no effect, it would 
seem, in protecting him in any way against creditors 
who have not, under the deed, consented to his release or 
discharge. This appears to be also confirmed by Dew- 
hurst v. Kershaw. 

There remains a fifth and very important point, upon 
which the Lord Chancellor and the Lords Justices seem 
to be at issue, It is to the interpretation to be given 
to the word “creditors” for the purpose of applying 
the rule secondly above stated— whether, in fact, secured 
creditors are to rank, under a deed within the 192nd 
section, as creditors for the whole amount of their debts, 
or only for the residue, after deducting the value of 
their securities. The Lords Justices have strongly ex- 

ressed their opinion in favour of the former view. The 
Lord Chancellor in favour of the latter, though there 
is DFA no absolute decision on the point by either 
vourt, 
Ist. In favour of the former opinion, it is to be 


‘quite open to the \ 
secured creditors shall rank for their full amount.of debt. 











urged that no provision is made for valuing the security 
by any machinery provided by the Act, at least until it 
is already ascertained that the deed is valid within the 
192nd section, when it may be said that the 197th sec- 
tion offers a mode of so doing. 

2ndly. That the words especially providing for euch 
a valuation in the Act of 1849 are struck out in the 
new enactment, and when such stress is laid on the 
change in the wording of the 192nd section, from the 
word “and,” in the Act of 1849, to the word “ or,” in 
that of 1861, as expressive of the Legislature's intention 
to revolutionise the entire construction of the. clauses in 
question, there is at least as strong an argument to be 
deduced from the total omission in the new enactment 
of the express words directed to this point in the older 
one 
3rdly. The natural meaning of the word “ creditor” 
certainly seems to include creditors having security, as 
well as those who have none; and there is nothing ex- 
pressed in the Act itself to limit the meaning of the word. 
‘The arguments on the other 7 ane, Istly, vs a General 
Order. of May last requires, for the purposes of register- 
ing such a deed, that the secured and unsecured credi- 
tors should be returned in different columns ; and to that, 
for the secured creditors, is to be annexed a note, stating: 
the am unt to which each is secured. 2ndly. That:cre- 
ditors under such a deed are by the 197th section assi- 
milated to creditors under a bankruptcy, and that cre- 
ditors under a bankruptcy cannot prove without aban- 
doning or valuing their securities. 

The answers _ both these arguments seem,. however, 
very strong. The first argument seems a petitio principii, 
for anbess the meanin ane word etedieans, within the 
192nd section, is by the Act of Parliament limited to. 
unsecured creditors, or unless creditors are by the Act 
bound to rank for the unsecured residue only of their 
debts, the order is extra vires, this not being one of the 
matters upon which the Chancellor is, under sect. 45, 
empowered to make orders. It would be by an order to 
narrow the construction of a term in the Act. of Parlia- 
ment, and to alter most materially the rights of parties 
under it. On this ground the Lords Justices were of 
opinion, in Re Shettle, that this order was, in. this re- 
spect, ultra vires. 

‘Lhe second argument above-mentioned assumes that 
the deed is valid within the. 192nd. section, since it is 
only when the deed is valid that the Court acquires 
jurisdiction. under the 197th section, but it is in most 
cages necessary to the validity of the deed that the 
matter should be first settled. If the deed is valid 
within the 192nd section, then a secured creditor may 
only be entitled to the advantages of it in so far.as his. 
debt is not covered by his security; but suppose it is 
not valid within that section, why are his other rights 
to be interfered with beyond what he has given up by 
the deed itself? and the creditors who execute first can’ 
never be sure that a deed will be valid within the 192nd 
section: the very validity will depend on the consents’ 
being to the proper value, and until it is a valid deed 
there is no means of ascertaining the value of the con-- 
sents. ‘This argument seems, therefore, also an argu- 
ment in a circle, and as all bankruptcy appeals are now 
taken by the Lord Chancellor, and as he has 
expressed an opinion on the point, and though it is, 
therefore likely that that opinion will be confirmed by 
his decision if the matter shall be mooted, yet until 
the question is finally closed we cannot help thinking 


that the ordinary canons of construction are in favour 


of the view expressed on this matter by the Lords Jus- 
tices. On this part of the argument it is also worthy 
of remark that the 197th section does not bind the 
commissioner to decide all points according to the law 
of bankruptcy, but only to do so in cases where the 
deed shall not expressly provide otherwise: it seems 
rties to provide by the deed that 


without valuing their securities, and it does not seem 
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clear that subscribing the deed for a certain sum set 
opposite the name of the subscribing creditor would not 
be an express provision in the deed that he should rank 
for that sum, although he might be secured to nearly 
its full value. 

The argument, ab inconvenienti, seems almost equally 
applicable to either construction ;—to the Lords Justices’ 
because secured creditors’ who may practically have an 
utterly trivial interest or none at all in the remaining as- 
sets of the debtor, might outweigh all the unsecured credi- 
tors in value, and even in number, and so might obtain a 
powerful or absolute voice in determining the terms of 
the debtor’s release against the desire and the interest 
of the mass of unsecured creditors:—to the Lord 
Chancellor's, because there being no machinery for 
valuing the security, there is nothing to prevent the 
oad itor from estimating his security at an 
absurdly low value, proving for his whole residue, and 
then realising his security at his leisure. If some check 
were placed on this proceeding, and some means pro- 
vided for valuing securities in ‘the first instance, the 
rule of estimating the consent of creditors as for the 
unsecured portion only of their debts would seem the 
course most desirable to introduce, as it seems the most 
just ;but the uncertainty which must hang over the vali- 

_dity of every such deed until some measure of this kind be 
2 eger if possible, a greater evil than the possi- 
ility of a co-operation of the secured creditors to out- 
vote the unsecured in the respect of the administration 
of. the estate, and the release of the debtor. 

A.check on the tendency of creditors to undervalue 
their securities might be provided in this way: by allow 
ing the trustees or inspectors, if any, at their discretion, 
or any. creditor, if he can obtain the sanction of a meeting 
of creditors, to redeem the security at the price put 
upon it by the creditor who has valued it, out of the 
assets of the estate, or to redeem it himself at that price, 
and realise it, for the benefit of the estate, being in- 
demnified against risk out of the assets. The knowledge 
that this might always be done would act as some check, 
at least, on a creditor from grossly undervaluing his 
security. There is less risk that he should over value 
it, but-even this might be done in some cases; and in 
such a case how is the consent or dissent of a creditor, 
who has done-so, to be estimated, whether at the value 
of the really unsecured portion of his debt, or at that 
of the estimated unsecured porton only? Every ques- 
tion of this kind introduces a most mischievous uncer- 
tainty as to the validity of any of these deeds, which 
seems & r evil than any likely to arise from a 
clear straightforward rule like that which the opinion 
ot the Lords Justices favours; and therefore, unless the 
law be amended by providing some judicial machinery 
for valuing securities in the first instance, we think it 
would be better, in point of policy also, to adhere to a 
uniform and easily intelligible rule, and allow all credi- 
tors, as well secured as unsecured, to rank for the full 
amount of their debts. It would, however, we cannot 
help thinking, be a useful provision to ive to the Court 
in every case the poser of deciding whether a deed 
was reasonable and just in its provisions as between 
different classes‘of creditors, and in no case to allow a 
deed to be valid against a dissentient minority, unless the 
Court. could approve of its provisions as not unreason- 
able; throwing, however, the risk of costs on the 
opposing creditors if the deed was supported. ; 





RAILWAY LEGISLATION. 


Private bill legislation has been altogether the most 
unsatisfactory d. ent of English liamentary 
business ; and as there is now so little for Parliament to 
do, there appears to be a fair opportunity for introducing 
some important amendments into procedure connected 
with this kind of business. The public has little notion 
of the real magnitude of the evils complained of. The 
extravagant excess of expenditure connected with rail- 


Value of railway 





way bills alone, since railways. came into. fashion in 
England, may be safely put down at a figure not 
much less than the cost to England of the Crimean 
war, ee se excessive ast Me gs an the one 
case no doubt the money was it out o ’ 
and the other in it. Hererthcbeng in railway relation 
no less than in war, enormous sums_have been uselessly 
expended ; and it may be doubted whether the A xaigp? 
nent ill results in the former case do not. equal of 
the latter. It is certainly no slight evil that the railway 
property of this country, which is almost half as. large 
In the aggregate as our national debt, should have, ever 
since it was created, suffered terrible depreciation, as the 
result of a faulty system: of transacting iam¢ 

private bill business. ‘This has been the fertile cause of 
mo debentures, preference shares, and other bar- 
gee of this kind, which shut *, ag eh from 
a fair participation in profits. Mr, , on Friday 
evening, the 6th inst., in ‘moving for leave to. bring in.a 
bill for diminishing this expense, mentioned an instance in 
which a local company, desirous of constructing a line, 
had to expend £86,000 in nag 2 | am before 
the bill was obtained. fir. Hadfi uded to the 
case of a railway in which the. “engineering and 
law expenses amounted to not less. than £680,000-” 
These figures will perhaps appear incredible to the un- 
initiated. But it would be easy to adduce many in- 
stances quite as strong. The Great Northern Railway 
Company expended in parliamentary costs nearly half a 
million before the line was even commenced. How 
much the same company has expended in the same 
way since we have no means of judging, but the sum 
must be enormous. The Great Western Company has 
expended little, if anything, less. Calculations have 
been made to show that the original expenses of 
the last-named company amounted to £1,000 per mile, 
while those of the Eastern Counties were as 
much. The Worcester and Hereford Company it is said 
expended more than £8,000 per mile in proving their 
case to Parliament ; and an instance has been mentioned 
by Sir Morton Peto where a company spent £82,000, 
its whole subscribed capital, in passing the ordeal of the 
Standing Orders Committee, after which it was unable of 
course to take another step, and was thus 8 led at its 


birth. One noteworthy result ot all this extrayagant 


expenditure is shown upon a comparison of the present 
property in France and in England. 
Calculations made for this purpose show that in the 
regate at the present moment the depreciation of 

nglish railway securities amounts to £21,000,000, while 
in France, where the traffic is less and the fares rather 
lower, the total premium amounts to £18,000,000, thus 
making a difference of nearly £40,000,000 against this 
country ; and even this enormous sum does not probably 
represent adequately the difference between the sum 
total of the expenses attending the legislative busi- 
ness of railway companies in the two countries, Many 
evils, both direct and indirect, result, from-our oppres- 
sive system. The loss of dividends to shareholders, and 
the depreciatian of their property, are not the only mis- 
fortunes. Companies that are heavily incumbered are 
not satisfactory public servants. The struggle to realise 
some profit beyond the interest of debentures, and to 
pay the dividends of preferential shareholders, is not 
unfrequently attended with the most unsatisfact 
results, a 5 even with danger to the public, and the . 
dread of complete ruin from the operations of new rivals 
leads to still more ruinous expenditure in systematic and 
persistent opposition to them in Parliament. — 

Mr. ey’s Bill proposes that promoters of rail- 
ways should send to the Board of Trade a prospectus, 
stating the estimated cost and the general course of the 
line, and that thereupon inquiry should be made whether 
the line was wanted, and that if it a to be neces- 
sary, the Board should make a provisional order as to 
surveys and notices, It is further pro it, after 
the Board is satisfied on these a bill should be sent 
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to the House to enact that a railway should be con- 
structed in accordance with certain plans, the Bill to be 
dealt with by the House as it thought fit, but not to be 
sent toa select committee. We cannot withhold our 
approval from this measure, seeing that its provisions ac- 
cord very much with some suggestions on the same sub- 
ject which we ourselves have wry tere We have 
always considered that the Board of ought to be 
constituted a regular tribunal for such investigations ; 
and that Parliament might well depart from the jealous 
theory which im upon it such an overwhelming 
mass of business, in favour of a scheme which would de- 
legate to a responsible de t all the trouble of pre- 
imi investigation, while it would retain to Parlia- 
ment itself not only a veto upon any project which it did 
a rove, but “3 fact complete ys uncontrolled 
legislative power. It is not proposed that Parliament 
should relinquish any of its rept legislative functions 
or authority. The su change, immensely im- 
portant as it would be in its results, would merely, so far 
as Parliament is concerned, substitute a permanent and 
responsible tribunal of an ordinary character for a Par- 
liamentary committee. For some gr and u 
some questions, a committee of either House furnishes 
a most satisfactory and admirable tribunal or court of 
inquiry ; but the system of committees has been found 
very unsatisfactory and objectionable for the purposes 
of railway companies. The committees are of course very 
variable and shifting in their composition, and they are 
necessarily trammelled by rules ana formalities that need 
not be o ed by an ordinary tribunal. Their time 
for sitting is sometimes uncertain and always very limited ; 
while the various interests, as well as the number, of 
the members-(each of whom is a judge) tend greatly to 
protract i ing not only by the increased accumula- 
tion of evidence, but .by the more detailed and minute 
arguments of counsel. An ordinary permanent tribunal 
would be free from these disadvantages, and also from 
the crushing expense which the and etiquette of 
Parliamentary business render unavoidable. 
A great deal has already been done by the various 
. Companies’ Clauses Acts towards rep A ye work 
of Parliament in legislating for railway, canal, gas, and 
other companies, Indeed, were it not for these 
Clauses Acts, embodying to some extent provisions a 
Fea generally to companies of the same class, it would 
ve been impossible to keep pace with the im- 
mense mass of private bill legislation which has been 
thrown upon Parliament during the last thirty years. 
Much more, however, may. be accomplished in this 
direction. Generalization has not yet pushed as 
far as it might be judiciously. But, however this may 
th, i iomabent tifeal wotdd soon lead to settled law 
oh Gane which are impossible so long as the tri- 
bunal is created only for the nonce, is unfettered by pre- 
eedent, and is allowed to withhold the reasons of its de- 
cision. 
Mr. Pulling, in a paper written by him on the subject 
of private bill legislation, recommends that competent 
_examiners should report on the “ facts and circumstances 
affecting applications for special Acts”; and that “the 
business of parliamentary committees be confined to the 
I rgersar of the question of the proof of the preamble, 
ter considering the facts set out in the ” We 
cannot suppose that Parliament could ever be induced 
to consent to entrust any of its officers with so impor- 
tant a task ; and even if it were otherwise, it appears to 


arguments of both sides upon the merits of the 
project, it would be practically impossible, in any bitterly 
contested case, to shut out new evidence or to prevent the 
ee ete a ed. There would be no diffi- 


kind if the Board of Trade were to send 
Renee opr se tinsel 
either of evidence or 
Parliament would 


as the Enclosure 
There would be no further hi 
of argument; and at the same 


not relinquish one iota ‘of its legislative authority. A 
measure of this kind would be a great public boon, and 
we believe that the general body of lawyers would be 
no losers by it. 


PRACTICAL LAW AFFECTING BILLS OF SALE. 





How To AvorD THE Bris oF Sane Act. 
COonelusion.) aise 

The merit of the plan in my last paper is that ite foun- 
dation—i.e., the legality of the receipt—has been directly 
and in terms established by a unanimous judgmient of the 
Court of Tathioctar, dnd by 4 vel ctnttentd judgment 
of Kindersley, V.C. The last of these was in March, 
1859, and the first in November, 1861. But it will be 
i ae de eee eee ee 
perty. Nor could it. In cases where it is rable to 
accomplish this object, I venture to suggest the second 
plan promised. 

This second plan is in principle som like the 
first, but instead of taking a receipt as the basis of it, I 
propose an agreement. Not indeed an agreement opera- 
ting asa contract for sale at once. That would be a “trans- 
fer” (Williams on Per. Pro. 8 ed. 86; Addison on’ Cont. 
5 ed. 187); and as such would be within the ‘first part of 
sect. 7 of the Bills of Sale Act. But let the agreement be 
conditional on the buyer or mortgagee paying the money, 
or conditional on anything else happening which may be 
convenient. It would then bea rullity until: the condi- 
tion were performed. It would be a mere inchoate con- 
tract, requiring something else to give it life: That 
something else may or may not happen. Such a docu- 
ment passes no interest in the goods, and “ the Act cannot 


apply unless the property passes, whether or not it may 
be said to be within the mischief” (per Mellish; Q.C., in his 
successful in A v. Day, 10 W. R. 186; and 


argument 
Wilde, B., said he inclined to adopt Mr. Mellish’s propo- 
sition). When the condition is performed, that perform- 
performance will 
of course involve no legal instrument. It will be some- 
thing accomplished between A. and B. It will farnish 
nothing capable of registration. But following the old de- 
vice of lease and release (already referred to) and inorder 
to avoid constructions about the entirety of a day, ‘it 
‘would be better to perform the condition on & day (the 
rere ay Secage we cede g satis pode owe ptr 
tract. Thus, I submit, the basis of my 
be made secure. The lingering doubt on 
whether the contract in its inception would ‘be 
as a “declaration of trust without transfer,” and so 
sect. 7 of the Bills of Sale Act; but 
be a very strained construction, and 
time that a contract for the sale of goods 
a “declaration of trust.” These words 
their natural meaning, and it’ may be added that a 
tion of that meaning is that the declaration of trust 
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v. White, Q. B., 10 W. B. 





the implied pledge which all persons ho venture to 
Gia: thdis cpiitans tothe pebtia. Parga 
EQUITY. 
Girr BY CLaENT.—The law will not allow a solicitor to 


bargain, or permit his client to 


promise, that any addi- 


tional remuneration iiballin Weill be given him’ in fakgact Gf hie 
services beyond the legal remuneration. 

, >A, filled a oP BEI Neck > Sats 66, wenay whieh he 

a inenere give to his solicitor, in addition to his 


LJ. 11 W.R. 319. 


to restrain him from einai v. Wathins, 





REAL PROPERTY AND 


CONVEYANCING. 


Esnommmnt—Gnanr—PARCBLS—FALSA DEMONSTRA- 


Tto.—A farm was th 
eH by 





‘particular by names and admeasurement, of 
several closes. that the description of the several 
closes by name, could not be rejected as falsa demenstratio ; 

and, consequently, that three close which had always beet 
ocoupied by B., under the granter, as part of the same 





farm, did not pass under the grant.— Grifithes v. Penson, 
Ex., 11 W.R. 313. 
COMMON LAW. 

DUTY OF PURCHASER’S ATTORNEY.—An attorney had 
been employed by the plaintiff to complete a. pezabegs, of 
a leasehold property, which the plaintiff had made at an 
suction, on conditions which stipulated that he. should 
take “an under-lease,” and not nop Gene a Sean 
vendor’s title, nor inquire into itle of the “ lessor.” 
Tye ceate aio tonciries’ Das’ ae’ Gal &: aE Rees 
executed by the seller, who liad sold fraudulently, without 
any title whatever, the lease itself not. even reciting any 
ws, eu te Ee ea oan Cee 
patra, fees Ae asics brn ge his possession, 
to adduce as any evidence of title, had he been asked for 
such evidence,’and the purchaser was evicted by the real 
owner. Held, that there was evidence of negligence on 
the part of the attorney ; and held, also, that the proper 


to obtain a title, with interest and without any deduction 
for rent, as he was liable over to the true owner for mesne 
profits during the time he had occupied as owner.—Allen 
v. Clark, Q.B., 11 W. Ri 304, 


Noutsances Act, 1855.—When, under the Nuisances 
Act, 1855, an order has been made for the abatement of 
a nuisance, and the owner of the premises being out of 
the country, it is sought to enforce payment of the. ex- 


‘penses from a party receiving the rents as agent, he must 


be shown td have been agent either by actual receipt of 
rents, or at all events by having had and accepted an 
authority to receive them.— Warton v. The Guardians of 
the Blything Union, Q. B., 11 W. B. 806, 


COMPULSORY REFERENCE—AOCTION ON ATTORNEY’S 
BILL.—In an action by one attorney against another, to 
recover the amount of his bill for business done 
agent, there being a dispute as to items, and also 
fence set up on the ground of negligencé, and a 
agreement that the business should be done for 
charges, and a judge having made an order at chambers 
to refer the matter to the arbitration of the master, 
the compulsory powers of the Common Law Procedure 
Act, 1854, the Court refused to disturb the order, ' 
master being the proper tribunal in such a case, and 
not having been made to appear that the dispute as 
items was so entirely distinct from the other matter 
defence, that the latter could, well and conveniently, 
tried by a jury separately.—2eece v. Chafers, Q, 
11 W. R. 307. 

Pusiic Haut Act, 1848.—Where, under the 
Health Act, 1848, and the Local Government Act, 1858, 
a notice has been duly given by a local board that certain 
works are required, and, in default, they have been exe- 
cuted by the board, and a notice of demand of the amount 
of expenses apportioned to an owner has been duly served 
upon him, the time within which summary proceedings 
may be taken toemforce payment runs from the expiration 
of the three months after the notice of demand, within 
which the owner may appeal.—Jacomb v. Dodson, Q. B., 
11 W. BR. 308. 

TRESPASSER AB INTTIO.—A landlord authorised 
a bailiffs entering a tenant’s house through the window, 
in order to distrain for rent due—Held, that he was a 
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goods, to be paid for at a future day, paid for them out of 
his own money, for the purpose of obtaining the discount 
allowed by the seller. The principal, with knowledge of 
these facts, directed the agent to clear the goods at the 
Custom-house, which, in the ordinary course of business, 
would be done after payment of the price by the agent for 
his principal.—Held, that this was a ratification or adop- 
tion of the previous payment of the price, and that the 
agent might sue the principal for the price as money paid 
to his use at his request—Hawley v.: Sentance, ©. P., 
11 W. R. 3811. 


Practice, 

Costs—SUM RECOVERED NOT EXCEEDING £20.—When 
an action is brought in the superior courts for a sum not 
exceeding £20, and that sum is paid into court, and ac- 
cepted, the plaintiff is not entitled to costs. The ruling 
in this case followed that in Parr vy. Lillicrap, 11 W. BR. 
94, which has settled the law in these cases —TZyler v. 
Boulding, Q. B., 11 W. R. 307. 


Costs—EXAMINATION UNDER COMMISSION.—A witness 
about to go abroad was examined by a commissioner 
under a judge’s order, but returned before the trial, which 
had been postponed, and gave evidence thereon. His 
examination was read by the opposite side, for the pur- 
pose of contradicting his testimony.—Held, that the party 
obtaining such examination was not entitled to have the 
costs thereof made costs in the cause, on the grounds that 
1 Will. 4, c. 22, s. 9, only applies where the examination 
is made part of the proceedings by being used at the trial, 
and that the reading of it by the opposite side, to contra- 
dict the witness, is not such a use of it as to bring it 
under the Act. (Butsee Beaufort v. Ashburnham, 11 W.R. 
267.)—Ridley v. Sutton, Ex., 11 W. R. 314. 





BANKRUPTCY LAW. 


RELEASE FROM Custopy.—The Court has a discretion 
under the 112th section of the Bankrupt Law Consolida- 
tion, Act 1849, to refuse or allow the release from 
custody of a bankrupt in prison at the date of ad- 
judication, but it will not interfere in the case of a 
debtor who has been arrested upon a capias to hold to 
bail issued by the authority of the judge of one of the 
gin courts.—Per Holroyd, Comm., He Mare, 11 W.R. 
304. 

OMISSION IN DESCRIPTION. — Where a bankupt omits 
from his description all mention of the address of an 
office at which he for some time carried on business, 
the Court will not, upon any light ground, allow an 
amendment. 

The Court refused an applicltion in the absence of 
any explanation as to the omission.— Per Goulburn, Comm., 
Re Blenkarn, 11 W.R. 804. 


Book DEBTs.—By the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, 24 & 25 
Vict. c. 134, s. 137, it is provided that, at any time after 
the expiration of twelve months from adjudication, or at 
any earlier period, with the approbation of the Court; the 
assignees may sell by auction or tender, or with the sanc- 
tion of the Court, by private contract, all or any of the 
book debts due or growing due to the bankrupt, and the 
books relating thereto, and the goodwill of his trade or 
business, and assign the same to the purchaser ;.and such 
purchaser shall, by virtue of the assignment, have power 
to sue in his own aame, for the debts assigned to him, as 
effectually, and with the same privileges concerning proof 
of the requisites of bankruptcy and other matters, as the 
assignee himself.—Held, that book debts are debts entered 
in books during the course of business, and where a bank- 
rupt carried on the business of a grocer, a bill of exchange 
was held not to be a book debt, and so did not pass 
under a sale by the Court, of the bankrupt’s book debts. 
—MeEvoy y. Bent, Ex., 11 W.R. 314. 


DEED FOR BENEFIT OF CREDITORS.—A debtor exe- 
cuted a deed of assignment of all his property, on trust 
to pay rateably the debts of such of his creditors as 





should execute the same, or assent thereto in writing 
and to pay the residue (if any) to the assignor, with a 
proviso that such creditors as should not execute the deed, 
or assent thereto, should be excluded from all benfit there- 
under. The deed was executed by a majority in number, 
and three-fourths in value, of the creditors, and all the 
formalities required by the Bankrupt Act, 1861, with 
reference to “trust deeds for the benefit of creditors,” 
were complied with, and the defendant duly obtained a 
certificate under the 198th section. ‘ Held, that the deed 
was not a deed “for the benefit of creditors,” within the 
meaning of the Act, as the word “ creditors ”’ means “ all 
creditors,” and by this deed those who did not execute 
were excluded.— Dewhurst v. Kershaw, Fix. 11 W.R, 815. 


COMPOSITION DEED.—A composition deed not coming 
within the provisions of sect. 192 of the Bankruptey Act, 
1861, cannot be duly registered under sect. 194, unless a 
copy of it is left at the registrar’s office, and an advertise- 
ment of it inserted in the Gazette. Such a deed, if not 
duly registered, does not bind the minority of the credi- 
tors who have not executed it, but may be treated by them 
as an act of bankruptcy. A deed of trust in favour of 
such creditors only as shall come in within twenty-eight 
days, is not such a deed as comes within sect. 192 of the 
Act, though registered according to its provisions. 

Semble.—A cessio bonorum is not essential to the vali- 
dity of a deed under sect. 192, and the decision of Tetley 
v. Zaylor,1 El. & BL 521, is not applicable to cases under 
the present statute. 

Creditors under a trust deed must allow for the value 
of their securities in the same way as creditors under a 
bankruptcy.— Lx parte Morgan, L. ©., 11 W.R. 816. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner FonBLANQUE.) 

Feb7.—In re William Ballard.—A private sitting was ap- 
pointed to be held to-day in this bankruptcy and Mr. Robertson 
Griffiths attended before one of the registrars, to conduct the 
examination on behalf of the assignees. He could not how- 
ever, proceed, as the file of the proceedings was not forthcom- 
ing. 

It appeared that Mr. Stubbs, the messenger in Mr Commis- 
sioner Fonblanque’s court, had recently taken upon himself to 
keep the proceedings under lock and key, but he was not im at- 
tendance, and his clerk could not find them, and said he sup- 
posed that they must have been brought into this court. 

Mr. Austin, the messenger of Mr. Commissioner Fonblanque’s 
court, said that it was strange that the proceedings could not be 
found, when there was a “messenger and two ushers” in Mr. 
Fonblanque’s court to take care of them. 

Mr, Stubbs eventually put in an ap with the pro- 
ceedings which he stated had been put away in the ‘* wrong 
place,” and the investigation proceeded. 

The reporter of the Standard, observing upon this state of 
things, says “this is anything but an instance of the ‘right man 
in the ‘ right place,’ as it is but a few days since that the same 
messenger was ordered by Mr. Commissioner Holroyd to pay 
the costs of no less than six adjourn nents in cases where the 
adjournments were rendered necessary by Mr. Stubbs’s neglect 
to advertise the meetings. Since the passing of ‘the new 
Bankruptcy Act the messengers’, salaries: have been fixed 
at £500 per annum, but Mr. Stubbs, not content 
with this ample remuneration, monopolises the supply 
of copies of the proceedings to the solicitors, a privilege 
which,the ushers of the court have enjoyed from time imme- 
morial. ‘The attention of Lord Westbury is more needed in 
Mr. Commissioner Fonblanque’s court than in all the other 
courts in the building, as great irregularities are constantly 
occurring there.” 





MERCANTILE LAW. 


FReicutT—DeEpvction FoR Discount.—A custom (for 
allowing discount on freight), admitted to have applied to 
ships from all parts of the United States, and all parts in 
North and South (not Central) America, as well as to all 
the principal portions of the commercial world—Held, to 
apply to.a new State, lately united to the United States, 
and formerly belonging to a country in Central America, 
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to which the custom had not applied.— Fatkner v. Earle, 
Q. B., 11 W. BR. 807. 


Desiens OoprricHt Acts.—A design, in order to be 
within the Act 6 & 7 Vict. c. 65, must combine novelty 
with utility, in the “shape or configuration ” of the article, 
and the novelty must be of a substantial character, and 
not simply an advantageous development of a “shape or 
configuration ” previously in use. 

A new design of a merely ornamental character is not 
within the 6 & 7 Vict. c. 65, but must be registered under 
the 5 & 6 Vict. c. 100.— Windover v. Smith, M. R,, 11 
W. R. 228. 


CRIMINAL AND MAGISTRATES’ LAW. 


APPEAL.—On an appeal under the Justices’ Summary 
Jurisdiction Act, 20 & 21 Vict. c. 43, the case having been 
sent up by the appellant in the country to the London 
agent, and received by him within the three days after it 
was delivered by the justices’ clerk, but delayed by him 
until a week after that period had elapsed—Held, that 
the provision in the statute was imperative, as a condition 
of jurisdiction, that the case was not sent or transmitted 
within three days, and that the appeal must, therefore, be 
struck out, 

The affidavits being entitled in the matter of an appeal, 
&e.—Held, properly entitled —Banks v. Goodwin, Q. B., 
11 W. R. 309. 





ORDER OF REMOVAL. — — Upon an appeal against an 


order of removal on five years’ residence, on the ground 
that the justices are satisfied that it is a case of sickness 
or disease likely to lead to permanent disability, the ses- 
sions cannot go into evidence as to whether there is such 
disease, and the order on that point is conclusive. 

Semble, that the sending of notice of appeal by letter 
duly posted with a right address, under 14 & 15 Vict. o. 
109, is conclusive, and that if it is set up that the address 
is wrong, evidence must be offered to. show that it is so, 
as, in case of ambiguity, to show that there were, in fact, 
different parties who would be understood by the address 
adopted, and that therefore there was a misdirection, and 
misdescription likely to mislead.—Reg. v. St. Mary and 
St. Andrews, Whittlesea, Q. B., 11 W. R. 810. 


DESERTING WIFE AND CHILDREN.—Where a prosecu- 
tion was instituted by an assistant overseer against a de- 
fendant for running away and leaving his wife and 
family chargeable to a parish belonging toa union, and 
the justice refused to adjudicate, upon the ground that 
the prosecution had not been directed by the Board of 
Guardians of the Union, it was held that his reason for 
such refusal was insufficient, and he was by rule required 
to hear the case—Reg. v. Mirchouse, Justice, §c., B.C., 
11 W. R. 316. ‘ 





= 


COUNTY COURTS. 


MARYLEBONE COUNTY COURT. 


ms: bg ey Wilmot g of the Court on Monday morning last Sir J. E. 
mot, evidently labouring under much emotion, 
before roceeding to the business of the court, he was 

Frey of ref g to circumstances of a very painful and un- 
looked-for character, which touched many of those present before 
him .He alluded to the death which had occurred only that 
day week at Clifton of his successor in the Bristol County Court, 
Mr. Willes, who had kindly officiated for him in London, as he 
had officiated for Mr. Willes, at Bristol, on more than one 
occasion, after their mutual appointments had been made by 
the Lord Chancellor not more than a month ago. He was sure 
they had received the intelligence, so unexpected by them all, 
with sincere regret, and he knew that! the citizens of Bristol 
had welcomed the arrival of Mr. Willes among them witli 
cordial satisfaction, anticipating that he would fully maintain 
in his new tion the high opinion held of him at New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, There he had won the affectionate re- 





supard: 0° theeo’ with whom he had come in contact, 
by the great kindness and courtesy of his manner and 
demeanour, had obtained the respect 


» while he and 











esteem of all by his able and impartial administration 
of justice. Of not a very strong ee heped, 
by the opportunity presented to him by the Lord Chancellor, 
transferring his judicial duties from the north to the west of 
England, to benefit his health; but, — a short visit to the 
metropolis, during which time he-had kindly sat for him (Sir 
E. Wilmot) asdeputy in that (the Marylebone) court, he caught 
a severe cold, which was 1 by 

state upon his laborious o! 
rapidly increased and proved fatal. Providence had removed 
him from them in the prime of his life and in the full vigour 
of his intellect, but his memory would long be cherished, not 
only among his friends and by the profession to which he - 
belonged, but also by the public, on account of the man 
cellent and amiable qualities which he had evinced in 
dicial capacity. . 

Mr. Clarke, of Paddington, the senior solicitor practising in 
the court, suid he need not say with ‘what extreme regret the: 
gentlemen practising at that court saw the announcement of 
Mr. Willes’ death in the newspapers. Unprepared as the 
were for such an announcement, they could scarcely believe 
true, as they had so recently seen him. Although they had 
only appeared before Mr. Willes im that court on very fow 
occasions, they had fully appreciated his qualities, ee 
they considered completely justified his Honour in 
eulogium he had just pronounced to his memory.— Mary’ 
Mercury. 


eR 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. M. B. THornuttt, judge and sessions judge of Mirza- 
pore, has been appointed judge and sessions judge of Jounpore; 
Mr. H. P. Fang, judge and sessions judge of Furruckabad, 
and officiating as judge and sessions judge of Mirzapore, has 
been appointed judge and sessions judge of Mirzapore. Mr. 
H. E, Ns, personal assistant to the finance commissioner, 
has been appointed to officiate asa judge, and to preside over 
the Small Cause Court at Hoshyarpore. Mr. M. J. M. S. Srew- 
ART has been appointed collector and magistrate of North 
Canara, Bombay. Mr. S. St. J. Gorpon has been nsppcinae 
collector and magistrate of Tanna Presidency. N.. W. 
Oxiver has been appointed senior magistrate, cod Mr. H. E. 
LEexKg, ‘acting second magistrate, for the town and island of 
Bombay. 

Mr. Gzorcz D. Harris and Mr. Trwotny Daruine have 
been appointed members of the Executive Council of the 
Bahama Islands. 

Mr. Cyrus Wappttove, of 1, Godliman-street, Doctors’- 
commons, has been appointed a London Commissioner to ad- 
minister oaths in the High Court of Chancery. 

Mr, Joserux Atprines, of 27, Montague-place, esa 
square, has been appointed a London Commissioner to admi- 
nister oaths in the High Court of Chancery. . 

Mr. Joun Nzxson, of 3, Paul’s Bakehouse-court, Doctors’- 
Commons, has been aj pointed a London Commissioner to ad- 
minister oaths in the High Court of Chancery. 

Mr. Gaprret S. Branpon, of 15, Essex-street, Strand, has 
been appointed a London Commissioner to administer oaths in 
the Courts of Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer, 


Mr. Davip M. Stevens, of 48, Bedford-row, has been ap- 
ointed a Commissioner for the States of Maine and Rhode 
fsland, to administer oaths and take pchnewiodgupentt in any. 
part of Great Britain and Ireland. 


The Hon. Evetxyn AsHtey has been appointed treasurer of 
the Dorset County Courts. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


O'BRIEN v, Lewis AnD LEwIs. 

Sir,—My attention having been called to. your article upon 
this case, permit me to say that’ it is founded on a fallacy— 
i. e., that I made the defendants present of £300, and in nine 
years afterwards revoked it. I denied that I ever made to them 
a present of the sum in question, and out’ of 400 letters 
they had of mine in their possession, not one of them pointed 
to my having given to them the £300 or any sum whatever, 
and poy bet no etiderls from their intionate fea, Mr. James 

ineas Davis, who the in hat BB my 
when 'T funds’ them «(3 Mf the 2300: Tea Tied Cla 
cellor asked it Davis made an afhaevit, and pronounced 
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no opinion upon the fact of its being a gift or no gift, his deci 
sion being based upon the rule of public policy. 

The gentlemen of the professicn have nothing to apprehend 
from this case.—I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 

London, Feb. 10, 1863. Joun O'Brien. 





ARTICLED CLERKS’ EXAMINATION. 

I cannot agree with your correspondents in their remarks 
upon the recent decision of the Incorporated Law Society not 
to publish the examination questions. I .am of opinion that, 
so far from being found a hardship by articled clerks, it will 
prove a great boon to those who really study. For instead of 
the framers of the questions having at every examination to 
ransack their libraries for new points on which questions have 
not already been asked, they will be able to confine the ques- 
tions to more ordinary and practical -peints, without fear of 
their having been “learn’d and conn’d by rote” from the pub- 
lished questions and answers. 

The final examination being for the purpose of testing the 
general proficiency of the candidate, I do not think it would 
be expedient to alter the present system—for what test of 
general proficiency can there be in an examination on certain 
books which the candidate has read expressly for the purpose 
of being examined upon? 

I would suggest, however, that in future, as the students will 
not have an opportunity of seeing the questions which are 
asked at previous examinations, the examiners should ‘be guided 
more by the manner in which the answers are given, than by 
any rule as to the number of questions answered. 

These views may not be-very favourably received by your 
correspondents on this subject, but they are made by one who, 
like themselves, hopes shortly to pass the final examination. 

$th Feb., 1863. G. B. W. 





The resolution of the Council of the Law Institution has, I 
think, caused more alarm among articled clerks than it ought 
to have done. It is the duty, and indeed the interest, of the 
Council to make the examinations reasonably easy, so that any 
ordinarily educated and industrious student may pass without 
much difficulty. It is also their duty to make th2m a test, not 
merely of that kind of off-hand cleverness which can “get up” a 
number of subjects for an occasion, but of such real knowledge 
as will ‘be serviceable in actual practice; and the latter may 
certainly be acquired better by reading text books-than by 
committing answers to memory. ‘The fault hitherto has been 
éxpecting too much variety of knowledge. The area of study 
must be limited, as you have suggested, in order to make the 
new system work well. If this be done, it will be a decided 
boon to articled clerks. H. N. 





ADVERTISING LAWYERs. . 

We think it right to forward to you the enclosed leiter, 
which has been sept to the person whose name appears on the 
envelope. .He has lately executed a bill of sale to secure the 
repayment of a small sum of money; and we presume that his 
address was obtained from the advertisement of the bill of sale. 

14, King-st., Finsbury-sq., Roscog & Hincks, 

E.C., Feb. 6. 
“6, Moorgate-st., and 12, Hatton-garden, 
*{ Confidential. ] “ London, Jan., 1863. 

“ Dear Sir,—We beg to invite attention to the following. 

“ By the new Bankruptcy Act, recently come into operation, 
immediate protection of person and property may be obtained 
from county court and other proceedings, and an entire dis- 
charge from all debts and liabilities. 

“ We, as solicitors, direct our special attention to bankruptcy 
cases, and have been the means of extricating many hundreds 
of persons from their difficulties. 

“* Our charges are very moderate, and we afford every accom- 
modation for payment of same. 

“ Should further information be desired, we shall be happy 
to furnish same, either by letter or at a personal interview at 
our offices, as above.—We are, dear Sir, yours obediently, 

“ J. H. Marshall & Son.” 


*,* As a rule, we refuse to give the further publicity to these 
circulars which they obtain by insertion in the Solicitors’ 
Journal, as their authors prefer even this disagreeable mode of 
advertisement to contemptuous silence. But the illustration 
of their mode of working which is afforded by the circular 
sent to Messrs. Roscoe & Hincks’s client induces us to make 
an exception to our general rule.—Ep, S. J. 








Certiricate Duty. 

Now that Parliament has again assembled, and there seems 
every probability of a quiet session, the present appears to be 
an unusually favourable opportunity of petitioning the Legis- 
lature for a remission of the certiticate-duty. ; That this tax 
presses. most hardly upon the attorneys as a body I think is 
now generally admitted. In the face of the present “ prelimi- 
nary,” “ intermediate,” and “ final *’ examinations, it cannot 
be urged that admission to our ranks is easier than to those of 
other professions; and that therefore we must compound with 
Government for our privileges. Surely, when a solicitor has 
paid a large sum by way of stamp-daty on his articles—passed 
his examinations—and again paid tribute on his admission, he 
ought to be at liberty to reap the fruits of his labours in equal 
measure, and upon the same footing, as members of the other 
learned professions. The general taxes of the country, and 
especially the income tax, press hardly enough upon us as a 
class, and that we should be made to pay what is in fact an 
additional income tax, is not only hard, but, as it seems to me, 
under existing circumstances, very unfair. The only mode of 
redress open to us is, as one man, to petition the Houses of 
Parliament for a remission of the duty. A small contribution 
from each member of the profession would suffice to defray the 
expenses attendant upon an organization for this purpose. The 
united voice of the profession, and the justice of their case, 
could scarcely fail to influence the Legislature and expedite at 
least the remission of this unjust impost. 

Could not some such plan be organized through the medium 
of the Solicitors’ Journal. SUBSCRIBER. 





Tue Common Law JupcEs’ CHAMBERS. 

I have been waiting for some one better versed in the sub- 
ject than myself, to notice an excellent letter that appeared in 
your columns about a fortnight since, on this subject. The 
remedy suggested for the evil complained of has been suggested 
in your columns more than once. Is there such a body as the 
Incorporated Law Society? Or has it a council? If so, what 
have they to occupy themselves about so important as this 
matter? Do not the judges feel the wrong of; the system ? 


If so, why do they not summarily put an end to it? hy do 
not the Bar bestir themselves, and especially the special 
pleaders ? B, A. 


19, Hunter-street, Brunswick-square. 


Tue Foreign Law or DomIcit. 

The suggestions contained in your correspondent’s. letter of 
last week, on the Foreign Law of Domicil, are of an 
important nature, and I beg to make a few remarks 
upon them. Your correspondent seems to think that they 
chiefly relate to the foreign law of domicil, whereas, if I 
understand his remarks, this is only the case in one instance, 
nainely, where a British subject dies domiciled in a foreign 
country, leaving all his property in England, or to be distri- 
buted here. In this case the property would be distributable 
according to the law of the country of his domicil; and the In- 
land Revenue, in this country, would have nothing to do with 
it. Perhaps the word “ distributable” creates the confusion; 
but the principle is that if a man, whatever his country may 
have been, becomes domiciled in another country, heis thenee- 
forth (unless he loses that domicil) for this purpose a subject 
of that country, and the property then is not distributable in 
a legal sense in Englnad. 

With respect to the paying regular visits to this country, 
or leaving part of his family here, &c., this is entirely a ques- 
tion of evidence, and it 18 always a question of intention, 
coupled with fact, most difficult sometimes to determine, It 
matters little whether it be the Southern States of America or 
any other foreign country, the principle is the same, and the 
lex loci of the persons, not the property, applies. No doubt 
Mr. Round’s book only applies to the English law of dowicil, 
and might be much amplified and recent cases added; but I 
think it contains the whole principle, and as your correspondent 
probably possesses it, by referring to it he will, I think, find 
these observations to be correct. 7. Ws; 





Facror AnD AGENt. 

I would beg to offer a few remarks as to the second branch 
of J.E. R.’s letter, in your number of last week. The question 
depends in a great measure on the custom of merchants, which 
was much considered in the case of McLarty v. Middleton, more 
than once reported, and, I believe, only in the Weekly 
Reporter. The verification of documents is.at present in some- 
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what an unsatisfactory position, inasmuch as mercantile custom 
ises the notarial seal, when courts of equity at least do 
not, and will not, receive an instrument only so verified. ,I¢ 
might be well, wanes, that the law was better settled; but as 
it is, soit is, With regard to an ordinary agent, there are two 
sets of rights, that is, between the factor and agent and the 
ent and third parties. and thus difficult questions arise, gene- 
rally, however, referrible to principles of law well established, 
| involving often questions both of law and equity, and the 
variety of cases might be very great. But this is only a branch 
of a larger subject. D.O, 





Costs OF OBTAINING A Divorce. 
Will you, or any of your subscribers, be kind enough to 
inform me about what would be the ‘cost: of obtaining a 
divorce. AB. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, Feb, 6. 
Expenses or Ratuway Leeis.ation. 

Mr. WHattey, in moving for leave to bring in a bill “ for 
diminishing the expense attending the passing of bills relating 
to railways, and affording facilities for obtaining ample and 
trustworthy information thereon,” said that the proper principle 
was to refer such investigations to a department of the Govern- 
ment, subject, of course, to a review of their decisions by either 
House of Parliament, The bill proposed inquiry by the Board 
of Trade, and the adoption of a plan similar to that pee by 
the Enclosure Commissioners in submitting enclosure bills to 
Parliament. 

Mr, Haprrep approved of the measure. 

Sir P. O'Brren opposed. 

Mr. M. Gipson suggested that legislation should not take 
place on the subject without full inquiry. 

Mr, Serjeant Prcorr suggested that the measure should be 
extended to all inquiries connected with private bills. 

Leave was then given, and the bill was subsequently brought 
in and read a first time. 


Tue Law or JupGMENTs. 


Mr. Haprrexp obtained leave to bring in a bill to amend 
the law relating to future judgments, statutes, and recogni- 


zances, 
Tuesday, Feb. 10. 

A Petition was presented by Admiral Watcort, from 
Mr. Malleson, lately solicitor to the trustees for the manage- 
ment of the harbour of Ramsgate, setting forth that upon the 
occasion of the transference of the said trast he became de- 
prived of his office as solicitor to the said trustees without 
om jon, and praying that his petition might receive the 
favourable consideration of the House of Commons. 

Law oF Bankruptcy. 

Sir F, Kerry asked the Attorney-General whether it was 
the intention of her Majesty’s Government to bring in a bill in 
the present session to amend the law of bankruptcy; and whe- 
ther provision would be made in any such bill for»the consoli- 
dation of the statutes of bankruptcy. : 

The Arrorney-GENERAL said in reply that Her Majesty’s 
Government were not aware of the necessity of making an 
material amendment in the law of bankruptcy. As san i f 
however, the administration of the law, the experience of the 
‘Government had only more and more convinced them of the 
expediency of making some alteration, and especially that there 
should be a chief judge in bankruptcy appoiuted, and the 
Government would be prepared to recommend a proposition of 
that nature when it saw a fair chance of obtaining the sanction 
of Parliament. With respect to the consolidation of bankruptcy 
law, the attention of the Lord Chancellor had been directed to 
the subject, but the Government was not prepared to promise 
any alteration in the course of the present session. 

AFFIRMATIONS BItt. 

Sir J. TRELAWNY obtained leave to introduce a bill to allow 
certain persons to make affirmations in all cases where an oath 
is or shall bo required. The bill was almost in the same words 
as that which he had introduced last session, and which spplied 
to this country the law at present in force in India. 

Tue Inxs oF Court. 

Sir G. Bowrer moved for leave to introduce a bill to amend 

the law regarding the jurisdiction and authority exercised by 





the benchers of the four Inns of Court in England in certain 
cases. The bill was precisely the same.as one which he. bad 
introduced last session. 

Leave given. 


Pending Measures of Hegislation, 
meen aon the Law relating to ftutare 
w izances” has. been it. ia 
by Mr. Hadfield: oe — 
The preamble recites that it is desirable to place freehold, 
copyhold, customary, and leasehold estates on the same footing 
mort- 





with purely personal estates in respect of fature j 
statutes, and recognizances, ag against purchasers 
gagees, and proposes to enact. ; 
1. No judgment, statute, or recognizance to be entered up 
after the passing of this Act shall atfect.any land (of whatever 
tenure) as to adond fide purch for valuable consideration 
or a mortgagee, whether such purchaser or’ mortgages. has 
notice or not of any such judgment, statute, or recognizanee. 
2. In the construction of this Act the term “ judgment ”’ 
shall be taken toinclude registered decrees, orders, of coarts 
of equity and bankruptcy, and other orders having the opera» 
tion of a judgment. : 
3. Act not to extend to Ireland. 











IRELAND. 
Dublin, Feb. 10. 

The Messrs. James, the proprietors of the celebrated “ Horse 
Blistering Ointment,” which has been the subject of so much 
litigation in Ireland, have been figuring before the Court 
Appeal in Chancery. For the information of your readers wh 
may not be acquainted with the details of the case, I send yo 
the following particulars:—It appears that Messrs. Ol 
who are extensive druggists in the city of in, had 
many years in the habit of manufacturing and 
blistering ointment for horses and cattle, under the 
Lieutenant James’ Blistering Ointment, made up in pot: 
with labels thereon, exactly resembling those by th 
Messrs, James, the original inventors and manufacturers. The 
Messrs. James having discovered this invasion of their legal 
rights, threatened to take legal proceedings against the Messrs. 
Oldham ; and the Messrs, Oldham, having been advised that 
they had no defence, offered to make ample pecuniary com- 
pensation to the Messrs. James for such interference with their 
rights, After much negotiation, it was 
Messrs. Oldham should pay to the Messrs. James £1,050; and an 
agreement was entered into on the 28th of Noveniber,. 1861, 
whereby it was agreed that all claims in respect of the said in- 
vasion, not only “ with respect to the said Oldham, but including 
all parties. who may have purchased the said ointment 
them, should be settled and discharged by payment of the 
of £1,000, and £50 as the fixed and agreed amount for costs; 
and it was-further agreed that the Messrs. James ahould 
execute, when required, at the expense, of Oldham, “ a formal 
release of all claims and demands in respect of the above 
infringement.” Shortly after the execution of this agreement 
the Messrs. James sent agents through the country, and finding 
that several dealers in Ireland had been, and were continuing 
to sell ns genuine, the spurious ointment which they had: so pur- 
chased from the Messrs. Oldham, they instituted. proceedings 
against several of such: dealers for au injunction, aud anaceount 
of the profits derived from such sales; and these dealers forthwith 
applied to the Messrs. Oldham, and informed them that they 
would hold them. responsible for all losses aad which 
they might incur in consequence of the Oldhams’ having sold for 
them as genuine a spurious article. ‘Che Messrs. Oldha:m there- 
upon called upon Messrs. James, and required them to surcease 
all such proceedings, insisting that according to the true meaning 
of the agreement of the 28th of November, 1861, ‘they 
ought not to take any proceedings which would involve the 
Oldbam, in litigation, or expose them to loss; and ly. 
filed a cause petition (which: ar gpm with ae re ia the 
Court of Chancery, for the specific performance 
ment, and for an injunction to restrain the Mesars. js 
from commencing any proceedings against third parties in 
respect of any ointment bought from them prior to the date 
of the agreement of November, 1861. : 

The case came onto be-heard at the Rolls in the month of 
June last. There was some conflict of. testimony as, to what 
occurred at the time of the a kee ae 
insisting that it was part of the arrangement that uo \- 
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ings were to be taken by the Messrs. James against any person 
in cofisequence of Oldhams’ acts prior to the date of the agree- 
ment, and that they would never have entered into the arrange- 
ment, or paid the sum of £1,050, except upon this distinct 
understanding. On the other hand the Messrs. James contra- 
vened this allegation, and asserted that it was intended to 
insert in the said agreement a clause binding the Messrs. Old- 
ham forthwith to collect and get in all spurious ointment in 
the come nee  copicen rl tet, woe 34 some inadvert- 
ence and hurry in the preparation of the said agreement, such 
clause had beeh omitted. His Honour declared his opinion to 
be that, upon the true construction of the agreement, it’ was 
the intention of the parties that the Messrs. Oldham should be 
exonerated from all direct responsibility in respect of any sales 
by them, and from all indirect responsibility in respect of sales 
by third parties up to the date of the agreement, and no fur- 
ther; but that even if such was not the true construction of 
the agreement, having regard to the evidence in the case, the 
Court should not order the specific performance‘ of an agree- 
ment'in contravention of the intention of the parties thereto, 
but leave the Messrs. Oldham to their remedy at law; and his 
Honour accordingly declined to interfere by injunction to re- 
strain the proceedings of the Messrs James. From’ this order 
the Messrs, Oldham presented their appeal to the Court of 
Appeal in Chancery, and that Court decided in affirmance of 
the order of the Rolls, and dismissed the appeal with costs. 

These decisions appear to be most questionable. It seems 
to be hardly open to a doubt that it was the object of the 
Messrs. Oldliam, when they entered into the agreement, that 
they should be relieved from all liability arising out of their 
wrongful act. They condoned their offence by the payment of 
a large sum of money, very far beyond the estimated amount 
of the injury which the rs. James had sustained by the 
sale of the spurious ointment by the Messrs. Oldham. ‘The 
language of the agreement is very general, and quite extensive 
enough to paste, iia the relief to which the Messrs. Oldham 
insisted they were entitled, The justice and merits of the case 
are all on their side. However, the Court has thought other- 
wise, and the result is that the Messrs. Oldham are now left 
exposed to an amount of future damage and litigation all 
springing out of the acts of the Messrs. James, against which 
the Messrs. Oldham seem to be absolutely without remedy. 
At the Rolls the case was conducted in a manner which called 
for some strong observations in the Court of Appeal by the 
counsel for the Messrs. Oldham. It must be admitted that 
the tone of the proceedings in that court is certainly not 
in accordance with the gravity and decorum which ought to 
prevail in a court of justice. 





It is stated that the following gentlemen will shortly be 
called within the Bar:—R. Dowes, Esq., of the North-west 
Circuit; W. J. Sidney, Esq., and Michael Morris, Esq., of the 
Connaught Circuit; C. Shaw, Esq., of the Leinster Circuit; 
and W, Exham, Esq., of the Munster Circuit. 





COLONIAL TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


- AUSTRALIA. 
Lanp Recistry. 

We believe that Mr. Torrens, the Registrar-General of South 
Australia; is at present on a visit to this country, or that his 
arrival here is shortly expected, so that we shall probably have 
the opportunity of hearing from him an account of the work- 
ing of his measure in Australia. Before his departure he de- 
livered at Sydney a lecture on this subject. We extract a 
considerable portion of it, which will be interesting to English 
readers, as showing what English lawyers may expect if the 
scheme, at present on trial in this country, should answer all 
the expectations of its contrivers. 

’ Mr. Torrens, after some observations upon legal fictions and 
other impediments to the simplification of conveyancing, spoke 
as follows :— 

Leases 


He would now proceed to describe how the land was made 
of of after it had been brought under the operation of the 

For the purpose of leasing a printed form was supplied, and 
it was declared by the Act all covenants and words which 
‘were essential to the very existence of a lease, such as—that 
the lessor had power to let and grant the lease—that the 
tenant would pay the rent—that the tenant would deliver up 
the premises at the end of the term—in fact, all those 





nants considered necessary to make a lease, were declared to be 
implied without unnecessarily incumbering the lease with 
them. Several of the usnal covenants in a lease were also 
declared to be implied,"by the use of a very few words. Thus 
the matter of drawing a lease was brought within the power 
of any man of common sense, aad any person who could write 
legibly could draw a lease without the assistance of any legal 
tleman. There were, of course, some cases where difficult 
would have to be drawn, containing unusual provisoes, 
and these-would have to be made by professional men; but 
where this was necessary in one case, thete would be ninety- 
nine cases in which it would not be so. When the lease was 
transferred, this was done by an endorsement on the back of 
it. The person transferring signed « printed form on tie back 
of the lease, in these words: “I hereby transfer all my estate 
and interest in the within lease to A. B.;” and when that was 
entered in the registry book, which he would presently de- 
scribe, the transfer was a valid one. To show the advantage 
derived from this simple system, he would state one fact which 
would better illustrate the truth of his remarks than any argu- 
ments he could use. A shopkeeper in Adelaide desired to 
transfer.the lease of his shop to another person. He employed 
a solicitor to effect the transfer under the old system. This 
solicitor first proceeded to recite the existing lease, and then 
wrote it all over again asa transfer, in the usual way. The 
result was that he filled one skin and a half of parchment, and 
the cost of the lease to the shopkeeper was £23. Subsequently 
the property was brought under the new Act, and the lease 
was again transferred. But this time the shopkeeper did it 
himself, and in a very few minutes; and at a cost of only 10s. 
he had a valid transfer. But before speaking of the lease, he 
should have described the registry book, which was the key to the 
entire system. He must, therefore, try to make himself clearly 
understood respecting the nature of this book. It was made 
up of the duplicates of all the land grants issued by the Crown, 
and of all the certificates of the land brought under the sys- 
tem. The original grant or certificate was left in the hanas of 
the owner, so that the owner had one document showing the 
title of his land, whilst there was another, and a counterpart, 
in the registry book, available in case the original should be 
lost or destroyed. Any dealing with the land, in any way, 
must be by writing, and must be shown on the certificate, and 
was not valid unless registered, The dealing consisted in 
entering a memorandum of the particulars of the transaction or 
instrument, identifying the land by the number of the page in 
the registry- book, constituted by the grant or certificate ot title, 
and alike number having been placed on the memorandum 
put in the hands of the proprietor. So that on opening the 
page of the registry-book corresponding with the number 
of the land title or grant, a person could see at a glance 
everything that had taken place in. regard to that land. 
But the owner of the land, without going to the registry- 
book, could show by his land grant or certificate, and 
by the memoranda endorsed upon it, all the dealings 
that have taken place in regard to the land, and all the 
liabilities it was subject to, since every one of them was 
entered on the certificate. This prevented the necessity for 
long and unnecessary searches, ere could be no fraud or 
dishonesty in the matter, because nothing connected with 
the land was valid, unless endorsed on the certificate and 
certified to by the registrar. They could now see how a 
lease was made effective by being entered upon the certifi- 
cate of title of the owner in fee. 


Mortgages. 

In mortgaging however, the greatest change had been 
made, and the greatest liberty taken with the old system 
of fictions. Instead of conveying the legal ‘estate, and 
putting the party to the expense of another con to 
get it back again, and going through all these fictions, the 
new system pawned, or hypothecated the land. This was 
done by signing a printed form, declaring that the pa 
had borrowed a certain sum, stating the rate of int 
that was to be paid, the date when it was to be payable, 
and the date when the principle was to be paid off. That 
was entered in the registry-book, and a counterpart of the 
memorandum was placed on the certificate of title, and on 
that being done, the land became bound by that mortgage. 
When it was required to be released, it was , es by a simple 
receipt printed on the back of the mortgage, acknowledgi 
that the mortgagee had received the full amount of princi- 
pal and interest secured on the land. That also was en- 
tered on the of the book given to the land 
and on the held by the owner, and then the land 
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was free. If the mortgage was transferred, it was done in 
a few words—~“I transter all my estate and interest in the 
within mortgage to. C, D.,” and witnessed in the same 
manner as the mortgage.. The space of time required. to 
draw up @ mortgage was not more than ten minutes, and 
the registration fee was only 10s. The transfer was only 5s., 
and the cost of discharge was 5s.; and, any person who could 
write legibly could do the whole business for himself. To 
benefit and building societies this system had proved a great 
advantage, because they could carry on their business free from 
the cost of having a legal gentleman attached to them; 
because, were building societies, established after this sys- 
tem came in force, to refuse to take any other titles than 
those under the Act, they would have only one thing to 
examine into, and they wonld not require any legal know- 
ledge. They would have to see that the value of the property 
was sufficient, and having satisfied themselves on that point, 
their own secretary could do all the work that was required, 
without any charge being entailed on them, These mortgages 
had a much greater value on the exchange than these under 
the old law; because the title to the property being guaranteed 
by the Crown, there. was no necessity for investigating titles 
before the transfer was made; therefore, amongst persons 
acquainted with the value of preperty, these instruments passed 
as freely from hand to hand as did exchequer bills on the Lon- 


don Exchange. ‘ 
Equitable Securities. 

There was another use of land to which this abolition of 
form and fiction granted great facilities, and that was making 
it the basis of credit. It. was well known that persons requiring 
an overdraft from the banks were in the habit of depositing 
title deeds as security, but the mere holding of deeds wonld 
not prove the person to have an interest inthe land. There 
might be a flaw in them ; or the parties might hold the deeds 
after all their interest in the land had passed away. When 
parties cut up and sell their land in allotments, they hold the 
deeds, merely covenanting to produce them when required, 
and there was nothing to prevent such deeds being deposited 
with bankers. This rendered séarching and looking into titles 
necessary, but under this system there was no occasion for 
searching, for the possession of the instrument proved that the 
man was the owner of the land, whilst it showed on it all that 
affected the land. Thus it guaranteed to persons advancing 
the money that, so long as they kept the certificate locked up, 
the owner could not deal with the land, since no dealing with 
it was allowed until the certificate was brought into the office 
of the registrar, to have such dealing endorsed upon it and 
certified, This keeping of the certificate was a security that the 
owner of the land could not divest himself of the property so 
long as the instrument was retained. 


Charges. 

Another important use of this land law was for the purpose 
of making tft for widows or for younger branches of 
family. This was done by encumbrance. A person might 
wish to settle an annuity on his widow, or a portion on his 
daughter, but still to leave the land to his son. This could 
be done by drawing up an encumbrance, something in these 
words, ‘I hereby encumber this property with an annuity of 
so much to my wife, should she survive me, for so long as she 
may live, and with a sum of so much to my daughter, to be 
paid when she shall reach the age «f twenty-one years,”—or 
whatever conditions he might choose to insert, This was 
registered by memorandum, as he had described in another 
place, This was entered on the page of the registry book, 
and a. memorandum was also made on the certificate of the 
owner, 80 that every one might see the liabilities to which the 
land .was subject. At the decease of the party, the land 
would remain charged with these encumbrances ; and the son 
would receive a certificate of title which wonld bear on the 
face of it the fact that the land was encumbered with an 
annuity to the widow, and also with » sum for the benefit of 
the.other children. . Now, proof of the death) of the annui- 
tant_would have to be given before. this annuity could be 
written off, and before the grant or certificate would. be dis- 
charged of that encumbrance; but the majority of persons, 
after discharging such liabilities as these, prefer to have a clean 
title instead of one shewing all these transactions, and on the 
payment of a guinea they could exchange their old certificate 
for a new one, clear ef all the obligations that had been dis- 
charged. That was the mode in which the system was made 
available for securing provision for families. 

(To be continued ) 





Mr. Brodribb, a leading solicitor in Melbourne, together with 





his partners Messrs. Crisp & Lewis, have been expelled tlie Mel- 
bourne Law Institute for conduct ‘ dishonourable and discredit- 
able.” The case arose out of some transactions in which the for- 
mer partner acted as trustee for a Mr. Whyte. Grey, the former 
partner, leaves the firm, owing his partners money, which he 
fails to pay; they therefore issue a fi. fa. against the land, and 
obtain their moneys, although informed of the circumstances 
of the case. The matter has given rise to much discussion, 
from the position of the parties concerned. Mr. Brodribb, in 
addition to being the president of the Law Institute, repre- 
sented St. Kilda, the leading constituency of the colony. 


REVIEWS. 

Shall we Register Title? or, The Objections to Land and 
Title Registry stated and ‘answered. Combining a popular 
exposition of the Act of last session for Facilitating the 
Proof of Title to, and the Conveyance of, Real Estate. 


By Tenison Epwarps, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Bar- 
rister-at-Law. London: Chapman & Hall.. 1863, 





persons who persistently refuse to bruise their oats or double 
up their perambulators, notwithstanding the bitter and reite- 


‘rated reproofs to which their absurd demeanour ‘justly subjects 


g 


them, may now congratulate themselves upon at 
moral support of another, and perhaps still larger, class 
British subjects, who are behaving themselves in # similar 
manner about registration of title. At.all events, these: last- 
mentioned individuals can no longer allege, as..ancexcuse for 
their refusal, that they have not been distinctly challenged on 
the subject. Mr. Tenison Edwards has thrust the <interroga- 
tory before their eyes, as plainly as any advertising: van 
flaunting signboard of the Registry Office itself could do 
If landowners, therefore, do not now register their titles, they 
must make up their minds to justify their conduct to all the 
world, and Mr. Edwards. is strongly of opinion that they will 
find the task a sheer impossibility. Less enthusiastic eulogists 
of Lord Westbury’s scheme would probably be to con-~ 
sider that landowners might safely be entrusted — 
their own judgment in a matter which so nearly concerns 
interest, but Mr. Edwards has discovered a reason why they 
ome . ot Raglesd,” b D y bbe 

“The solicitors »” he says, “ particular 
provincial part of them, have, as a general. rule, been persist- 
ently opposed to the change... Who like to give up the good 
things they possess? Better. be a.solicitor to a man’ owning one 
hundred acres of building land near an improving town, than 
solicitor to her Majesty’s Treasury. It is not to be wondered 
at, therefore, that such fortunate individuals should groan over 
their probable losses, or that they should struggle with all their 
might te decry the onmanan and utility of the great measure 
of Land Transfer Reform of the last session, the 25 & 26. Vict. 
c. 53. But it will, indeed, be to. be wondered at if the en- 
lightened public of English landowners can be so blind to their 
own pecuniary interests—frequently of so great amount—as to 
refrain from taking advantage of the vast, the -desired 
benefit, which has lately been conferred upon them by the above 
measure,” 

The proofs which Mr. Edwards adduces in support of the 
sweeping charge which he has made against the general body 
of solicitors mainly consist.of two or three letters, written 
correspondents of legal publications, one of these co ud~ 
ents being himself. If he had taken the trouble of informing 
himself better upon the topic, he might have dienomyre’, that.a 
number of the most respectable solicitors, both in London and 
the Provinces have been warm advocates of the principle of re- 
gistration, and have contributed to Blue books, and to the trans- 
actions of- hf numesge societies, the one and mt useful 
papers that have written upon the subject. mig! 
also have learned that it has always been diseussed | — 
columns with perfect fairness, and with an anxions desire 
any measure purporting to carry it into effect, should be 
skilfully, and with the view to its successful. operation. We 
can therefore afford to pass over, without farther comment, the 
observations which we have quoted. The interests of solicitors 
and their clients are in truth identical. The lawyers, more than 
any other class in the community, suffer from the yom may 
obscurity, uncertainty, and consequent ill-odour of the law. 
the proportion that it is rendered satisfactory to the. public, i 
is likely to be profitable to its professors. ough, under the 
former condition of things, individaal transactions migh 
larger gain to legal practitioners, yet the amount of 
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and consequent emoluments, will be, upon the whole, far less. 
These are the principles and views which we have always 
entertained and advocated in these columns, and they have not 
been departed from in reference to the Land Registry Office. Mr. 
Edwards. must therefore seek for some other reasons why the 
business of that office has hitherto been so small in amount. 
He may rest assured, that whenever solicitors see their way to 
secure for their clients the great benefits which Mr. Edwards 
assures them it is ready to confer at an inappreciable cost, they 
will not fail to do so. Indeed, in that case, their interest, as 
well as their duty, would lie in a resort to the Registry. 

We have already, on so many occasions, and with so much 
detail, stated our reasons for not accepting Lord Westbury’s 
Act with al] the enthusiasm which Mr. Edwards exhibits, that 
we cannot now be expected to repeat our objections. It is 
enough for us that the result has justified them, and that both 
landowners and their lawyers have shown little disposition to 
respond to the loud solicitations which are sidisnel 15 them 
on all sides, to come and be registered. We must, however, 
aliude to some comments of our author, upon an article which 
appeared in this journal upon the Roupell case. The facts dis- 
closed in the cause of Roupell v. Waite naturally suggested an 
inquiry as to what the effect would be if Roupell (who was after- 
wards convicted) had been the registered owner of the land which 
he sold to the defendant. We pointed out that section 20 of the 
Act would give Waite an absolutely indefeasible title, unless 
section 103, which retains the jurisdiction of courts of equity on 
the ground of actual fraud, would take it away from him; and 
we observed upon the extreme difficulty of putting a reasonable 
construction upon the last-mentioned section, taken together 
with section 20. Without attempting to reconcile the two enact- 
ments, we showed that the inquiry ended in a dilemma—either 
that Waite had a good title, by virtue of the Register, against 
the plaintiff in the cause, although registration was obtained 
by means of a forgery of the or;—or else that the boasted 
ebagee gnd epee by section 20 was a delusion, and that 

tion would restore matters very much to the position in 
which they would be before the passing of the Txt Mr. 
Edwards tries to assail this position, but in doing so is not quite 
80 logical or intelligible as he is usnally elsewhere in this 
brochure :— 

. “No more immunity from fraud. Why should any one have 
immunity from fraud? The Act is perfectly right in leavin 
the jurisdiction of courts of equity over fraud quite untouched; 
and I trast it will never be taken away from those or any other 
courts. And yet a bond fide purchaser for valuable considera- 
tion without notice, from a registered owner, as would Waite 
have been in the hypothetical case, has, under the statute, a 
perfectly indefeasible title; for he would have the legal estate, 
which would be just the distinction between a conveyance from 
Roupell, jun., as a registered owner, and as unregistered, in 
Which latter ease he could not have transferred any estate. 
Nothing could defeat it but notice of fraud prior to his purchase. 
The writer of the above remarks in the Solicitors’ Journal, could 
not have looked into the laws of our courts of equity, or he 
would have found that where a purchaser for valuable considera- 
tion without notice of any fraud has the légal estate, equity 
will not assist the equitable owner, that is, the party wronged 
by the friud—npon this principle that the purchaser, bein, 
innocent of the fraud at the time of his purchase, has equ: 
equity.” 

The writer of the article in question will probably be sur- 
prised to be told that he has advocated immunity from fraud. 
His argument was, that the 103rd section seemed to leave 
the “jurisdiction of courts of equity over fraud quite un- 
touched,” so by the introduction of the awkward word 
“actual” into the clavse. Mr. Edwards, however, sees no ab- 
surdity in reconciling this Se haeeitrens estan success 
of the fraud, in spite of such jurisdiction; for he holds that not- 
withstanding the 103rd section the would have an 
are title. > —— under ae pie is rier ot 

; as 6 t; 2, as to justice or cy 
the effect. it be cach as Mr. Edwards assures us it is, We 
say that the effect is doubtful, and that in the ratio of its 
doubtfulness, indefeasibility is a delusion. Mr. Edwards says 
that it is certain, and that any who managed to 
the land upon the register could on the instant deprive its real 
owner by a saleor mortgage to a person without notice; and he 
says that we must be very forgetful of the rules of courts of 
equity if we do’ not see the tion of a registered pur- 
Saceghtuecl’ ‘We aeomen' Ges "ar fiom Sngueing Sp 

@ answer, that so 
difference (if any), it isthe very gravamen of our charge. A 
Court of equity will not interfere against a bond fide purchaser 





of a legal estate, without notice, so that if the register trans- 
ferred the legal estate from those only who really had it, the 
purchaser would be just in the same position as a court of 
equity would place him in independently of the register, and 
therefore indefeasibility is more a boast than a reality; but if 
it will transfer the legal estate from one who onl ds to 
have it, by means of a forgery, then the juri ion, on the 

und of actual fraud, is gone, although we have got inde- 
feasible title, with a vengeance! Let us ask, secondly, is this 
consistent with sound policy or common justice? Would it 
not, in fact, give all that encouragement and immunity to fraud 
of which our author has such a proper horror?’ Would it not 
directly encourage purchasers to shut their eyes when the 
vendor was pressing, and the price waslow? Do not courts of 
equity already go far enough in refusing to interfere when 4 
purchaser has in fact the legal estate? Why should the 
registrar be enabled to endorse and guarantee the work of a 
forger, to the despoiling of those who are rightfully entitled? — 
Is not Caveat Emptor a politic, as well as a sound doctrine? 
Mr. Edwards will, perhaps, try to answer these questions in 
some future edition of his work. Meanwhile we have left our- 
selves space only to say that he is the best champion that has - 
yet entered the lists in favour of Lord Westbury’s new depart- 
ment. He has evidently takef great pains to understand, and 
indeed to master his subject. He explains the reasons as well 
as the provisions of the Act, in a very lucid and perspicuous, 
albeit a somewhat vehement and reproachful manner. His 
language is simple and untechnical, while his style is vigorous, 
we might say, even trenchant. If after this stentorian invo- 
cation John Bull does not arouse from his lethargy, his case is 
hopeless, and he must expect to be buried some day in 4 heap 
of parchments. Mr. Edwards has had the first perambulation - 
round his Jericho, but all the help that a brazen trumpet could 
yield him has not yet had much effect on its walls. It appears 
to us that he has mistaken the place. 





The Bleach and Dye Works Act of 1860, with Explanatory 
Notes, together with the Bleach Works Act of 1862. By 
Hexry Carne Oats, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Second 
Edition. Stevens, Sons, & Haynes. 1863. 

The Bleach Works Act, 1862, which came into force on the 
1st of January last, made a new edition of this work de- 
sirable. It is a useful manual for lawyers in the manufac- 
turing districts. The statutes are carefully edited. 


The Law Magazine and Law Review for February, 1863. 
Butterworths. , 

The greatest part of this number, which is of unusual size, 
is devoted to a complete account of the proceedings on the 
famous trial of Seymour v. Butterworth, for libel. . The report 
comprises the beet va of counsel, including Mr. Serjeant 
Shee’s for the defendant, which Lord Chief Justice Cockburn 
has described as the most eloquent he ever heard in a court of 
justice. Its effect upon all present was almost unprecedented. 
The number also contains articles on the m laws of the 
United Kingdom, our metropolitan local tribunals, and other 
subjects. 








Guide to the Recovery of Scotch Debts. By Jamms Murpocu, 
Member of the Faculty of Procurators in Glasgow.. Black- 
wood & Sons, Edinburgh and London. 

The best praise that we can give to Mr. Murdoch's brochure 
is, that we consider a work of the same kind, applicable to 
the — branch of English law, a desideratum. Mr. 
Murdoch succeeded in giving, in a very small compass, 
a clear exposition of the law of insolvency and bankruptcy 
in Scotland. 





An Elementary View of the Practice of Conveyancing i 
Solicitors’ Offices; with an outline of the ings under 
the Transfer of Land and Declaration of Acts, 
mes 4 the use of Articled Clerks. By Epmunp Smirn, 
Esq., B.A., Attorney and Solicitor. Butterworths. 1863. 
This little work will be found very useful to beginners in 

conveyancing. The writer has the moral courage to commence 

at the very beginning, ard to avoid a parade of learning which 
would be entirely useless to articled clerks in their noyviciate. 

Most of those who compose books for young students are 

either so much afraid of a unlearned, or so’ far forget 

their own day of small 

Smith’s book certainly has not this fault, The account given 
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by him of the proceedings in solicitors’ offices, in purchases, 
sales, mortgages, ‘leases, settlements, and wills, is very simple 
and ‘intelligible, while at the same time it is so accurate and 
complete that. even old practitioners may read it with advan- 
tage. It is, upon the whole, a highly creditable performance 
for a country solicitor. 





PROCEDURE FOR LAND REGISTRATION. 
The memorandum as to the mode of proceeding 


“on application for registration of title has been issued from the 


Office of Land Registry, Lineoln’s-inn Fields:— 
As To InpDEFEASIBLE TITLES. 


Application for Registration. 

1. The application for registration should state such par- 
ticulars of the property, including the actual or estimated 
quantity, as that on the perusal of the abstract of title it may 
be sufficiently identified with the property comprised in such 
abstract. : 

Abstracts. 

2. The abstract of title should be in the usual form, but 
setting out in full the description of tho parties to the various 
deeds and documents, and in all wills and voluntary instru- 
ments, and in such other documents as are not more than ten 
ey old, the names and descriptions of the attesting witnesses. 

¢ terms of the attestation clauses to deeds and wills executing 
powers should ‘be also carefully set forth. Every instrument 
1 the title, from the period fixed on for its commence- 
ment (including all mortgages and charges, even where satis- 
fied), should be abstracted, and a short abstract should also be 
furnished of leases or agreements under which any of the tenants 
hold, any unusual provision being noticed in such abstract. 
The descriptions of the parcels to which the abstract relates, 
contained in any deed or document, should be accurately set 
out;'but if they are afterwards dealt with in any other docu- 
ment by precisely the same descriptions, it will be sufficient in 
the abstract of such other document to state that they-are de- 
scribed by the same pons mar as in the former document; 
or in case of variance, if the variance is slight it will be suffi- 
cient to show what such variance is. Every exception or 
reservation, heriot, quit-rent, or other cliarge or liability, how- 
ever trifling, should be stated in the abstract. When any per- 
son succeeds as heir, s0 much of the pedigree as proves such 
heirship should be set forth. Births, deaths, and other facts of 
pedigree, when stated, should be accompanied by « reference to 
the evidence, or to that part of the schedule referred to in 
No, 9, which shews the evidence, by which the truth 

of such statement is proved. 

3. If the abstract be prepared for the purposes of the appli- 
cation for registration, the statutory declaration or affidavit 
agit Bar sameé should be made by the person who prepared 
it, and should show that such person had possession of or access 
to all deeds and i known or believed to exist relating to 
the p or affecting the title, and that the abstract was 
pre; by him after a proper investigation and examination 
of such deeds and writings, and correctly shows the title to the 
Property to the best of his judgment and belief. 

4, If the abstract were not prepared for the purposes of the 
application, then the declaration or affidavit should show that 

@ solicitor lodging it has personally examined it with the 
original deeds and writings, and ascertained that it is correct 
with reference to all deeds and writings, existing relating to or 
affecting the property. Or if there is any obstacle existing, 
either on the ground of expense or otherwise, to the personal 
examination of the original deeds and writings by the solicitor, 
and he can otherwise satisfactorily show that the abstract. has 
howe propels prepared, and has on some former occasion been 

and compared with the original documents, and is a 
full and complete abstract of the title to the property, a decla- 
ration or affidavit satisfactorily showing those facts will be 
sufficient. In that case any addition to the abstract rendered 
necessary by paragraph No. 2 can be made when the abstract 
is examined with the deeds for the purposes of registration. 

5. If the abstract has been prepared or examined by, or if 
the actual knowledge of the facts be in the possession of a clerk 
or other competent person, instead of the solicitor, the declara- 
tion or affidavit may be made by such person, and it should in 
that case show that such person is trom his situation competent 
to depose to the several facts. 

6. Ss ae of every map or plan drawn on or 
referred to in any abstracted document, and which is not shown 
on the abstract, and also of any modern map or desesiption of 








the property which may be in the applicant’s possession, should 
be left with the abstract, 
Examination of Documents. 

- f = iginal documents referred to in the abstract will-be 
examined and compared therewith by some person appointed 
by the registrar for that purpose. fh front any reser tag'ef 
the original documents cannot be produced, that ciroumstance 
should be distinctly stated in the abstract, and the reason’ for 
such non-production stated. “ 

8. The original documents may be sent to the office for exanii- 
nation, or, if more convenient, may be 
or in any part of London. If they are lodged in thé office they 
will, if possible, be examined by the officers of the office, and the 
fee payable to the office in that case is 
Orders. If they are not lodged in the office, 
possible for the officers of the office to examine them, 
will be employed by the registrar to compare and examine 
them with the abstract, and the charges of the person ‘so em- 
ployed will have to be paid by the applicant. An un 
of the solicitor, or of the applicant, for the payment of 
charges, will, in most cases, be sufficient. The expense will be 
the ordinary charge of a solicitor for such work. 
amount will be settled by the registrar if the parties differ.* 


' — Scherlule of Evidence. 

9. Together with the abstract there will have to be left in 
the office, under the 5th of the General Orders, a list or sche- 
dule of the evidence in the possession or power of the applicant, 
necessary to verify the title. The object of this is to prevent 
the expense and delay of having’ to make requisitions, and 
obtain replies on points of evidence, the answers to which 
are already in the power of the applicant. This list is not, 
however, to be a list of the deeds and documents abstracted, 
but.should contain matters of evidence, such as certi de- 
clarations, &c,, not set out in the abstract, No document 
abstracted should be inserted in this list. 

Examination of Title. 

10. The abstract will be laid before such one of the examiners 
of title as shall be nominated by the registrar for the : 
The fee on the abstract, which will be the usual 
to conveyancing counsel, will have to be paid by the appli- 
cant. 

11. The opinion of the examiner of title wiJl be returned: to 
the Registrar, and such requisitions as are necessary on the 
title will be sent from the office to the applicant’s solicitor for 
his replies; and any question on the fee will (unless 
referred into the judges’ chambers) be decided by the regis- 
trar or asssistant registrar, 

Maps and Descriptions of Parcels, ™ 
12. The map and description should show the present 


* 


P 


‘ actual state and condition of the property as it is intended to 


be registered.¢ If this map and description are not left with 
the abstract, notice will be given to the applicant of the time 
when the same will be required to be deposited, 

13. The map may be a copy of any recent and correct estate 
or parish mup, or of the tithe map, if on a sufficiently large 
scale to ensure accuracy. One series of closes round the boun- 
daries of the property should, when practicable, be shown upon 
the map, and the exact position of the boundaries claimed, 
whether centre or side of road, fence, stream, &c., or otherwise, 
should be defined on the map, either in. writing or by initial 
letters. The names of the owners and occupiers of the adjoin- 
ing lands should also be written upon themap. The aay 
description should refer to each other by numbers, ds 
situated in different parishes should be distinguished on the 
map and entered separately in the description. 

14. The tithe maps are lodged in the map department of the 
Copyhold Inclosure and Tithe Commission, No. 3, St. James's 
Square, S.W., under the charge of Lieut,-Col. Leach, RE., 
the head of that department. Correct copies of these maps 
may be obtained on application at-that office, at a small cost.t 
If there be no map available of the property, it will be neces- 
sary that one should be prepared. It will be desirable, in. all 
cases, with reference tothe map of the property, to seek the 
advice and assistance of Colonel Leach, both on the’ground of 


economy and accuracy. 


* The expense will be after the.rate of two guineas per diem, and per- 





sonal expenses, 

+ Blank schedules of parcels may be obtained at the office, to be filled up 
by the applicant. 

+ The cost of tracingsof ordinary raral districts varies from 1s. to 28. 6d. 
per 100 acres. If the tracing embraces a town or village, or the 
area is small, an addition to this charge will be in proportion to 


§ 


increased Jabour of the draftsman, 
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Surveys and Notices, 

15. It is necessary that the correctness of the boundaries of 
the property proposed to be registered, and the accuracy of the 
tap and description of the property, should be carefully ascer- 
tained, to avoid encroachment upon the lands of adjoining owners. 
For this purpose the assistance of the map department of the 
Copyhold Inclosure and Tithe Commission has been obtained, 
and the map and description furnished by the applicant will be 
sent to that department, where they will be examined, under 
the direction of Colonel Leach, to asdertain that they 
correspond with each other and accurately represent the 
property.* 

16, Except in cases where the registrar shall think such a 
course unnecessary, a person will be sent to the property itself, 
to verify the boundaries, and to ascertain that they are 
accurately defined upon the map, and in that case it will be 
necessary that tho applicant should provide some intelligent 
person well acquainted with the property to accompany the 
person making such investigation. And to afford the owners 
and occupiers of adjoining Jands the opportunity of protecting 
themselves against encroachments, notice will be required to be 
given to them of such investigation, that they may attend to 
assist in verifying boundaries, and to give any necessary infor- 
mation ; and notice will also be required to be given to the 
principal tenants or occupiers of the lands forming the boun- 
daries of the property proposed to be registered. The notices 
should be prepared by the applicant, and after being settled in 
the office and stamped with its seal, should be served by him.t 
Not less than three clear days’ notice should be given. 

17. If the service be persona! it should be proved by an affi- 
davit or statutory declaration, which should also contain a 
statement that the persons served are in fact the adjoining 
owners and occupiers, and the principal tenants and occupiers 
of the boundary lands. If the service be through the Post 
Office, it should be made by registered letters, and in such case 
there should be an affidavit or declaration verifying the names 
and addresses of the persons to be served, and the fact that they 
fill the characters represented ; and open envelopes, duly ad- 
dressed, and containing stamped notices, should be left at the 
office for postage, together with the amount of such postage. 

18. If there should be any doubt as to who should be served 
with these notices, or if the persons should be very numerous, 
or there should be any other difficulty, the registrar wil], on 
application to him, give the necessary directions for the service. 

Particulars required by the 7th section of the Act. 

19. As soon as thie registrar is satisfied with the title to the 
land, and the description and map have be2n settled and ap- 
proved in draft, the particulars required by the 7th section 
should be furnisliéd by the applicant ; viz. 

Ist. The “exact description of the lands.” 

This should he prepared from the draft description, as the 
same shall have been previously settled by the before- 
mentioned investigation, and should in form consist of a 
general description of the property, with reference to 
the map for the identification of the particular closes, 
&c., of which the property is composed. 

2d. “ A statement of the persons or classes or descriptions of 

persons (if any) that are or may become entitled, and of 
the estates, &c.” F 

This statement should contain the particulars as the sime 
appear from the investigation of the title, and are ad- 
mitted by the applicant, or ifany questions arising with 
reference thereto have been previously decided, then 
according us the samme shall have been so decided. 

3d. “ A statement of the mortgages, &c.” 

This statement should contain the mortgages, &c., as they 
appear from the investigation of title, aud ure admitted 
or have been decided to exist. 

20. In the simple case of the applicant being the owner in 
fee, the particulars may be in the following form:— 


cd 


* The expense of this will be after the rate of 2s. 6d. per hour, accord- 
ing to the time actually occupied. The time required will probably vary 
from a few hours to two or three days, according to the degree of care and 
accuracy with which the documents have been prepared by the applicant, 
and the extent and character of the property. 

t The charge of the person making the investigation will not exceed 
the rate of one gninea per diem, and his actual travelling expenses, The 
time occupied wi] depend upon the character, extent, and intricacy of the 
property, the distance travelled to the locality, the completeness of the 
documents furnished, the diligence used by the parties interested, and the 
facilities and information afforded to the person employed. A compact 
rural property of 500 acres should not, under ordinary circumstances, 
occupy more than one or two days. 

$ Blank forms of these notices may be obtained at the office. See 40th 
and 42d orders. ' 














Particulars under the 7th section of the Act. 
Land Registry. 
In the matter of the Act of the 25 & 26 Vict. c. 53, and of 
the application of —— of —— in the county of ——. 
The following are‘the particulars required by the 7th section 
of the above-mentioned Act to be furnished to the Registrar :— 
First. “ Description of the lands to be registered.” 

All those hereditaments kuown as —— in the parish of 
—— in the county of —— containing by admeasure- 
ment —— in the tenure or occupation of ——~ and more 
particularly described and delineated with the bound- 
aries thereof in the map deposited by the. said ——— in 
the Office of Land Registry, as part of the description of 
the same hereditaments, and therein coloured ——, to- 
gether with the mines and minerals urder, and the 
rights and easements belonging to the same heredita- 


ments. 

Secondly. “ Statement of the persons, &c.” 

The said —— is entitled to the before-mentioned heredit- 
aments for an estate of inheritance in fee simple in 
possession, subject only to the incumbrance hereinafter 
mentioned, 

Thirdly. “Statement of the mortgages, &c,” 

The before-mentioned hereditaments are subject to a mort- 
gage in fee, made by deed dated the —— day of —— 
by which the same were conveyed to —— of —— to 
secure the sum of —— and interest, and which said 
—_ with some interest thereon, is now due to the 
said ——. 

21. If the registrar shall not acquiesce in the particulars 
furnished he will make such alterations therein as he shall 
think proper, and in that case if the applicant shall object to 
the same, the course of proceeding is pointed out by the 7th 
section of the Act, and the 13th of the General Orders. Z 

22, A fair copy of the map as approved, with terrier con- 
taining the names and area, &c., of the several closes written 
on the margin thereof, will be prepared at the office of the 
Copyhold Inclosure and Tithe Commission for deposit by the 
applicant in the office, as part of the description of the: pro 
perty. Such fair copy map will, unless materially altered, in 
consequence of claims made after the advertisement. of the in- 
tention to register the property so as to render a fresh copy 
necessary, ultimately be permanently deposited in the office as 
part of the description of the property.* 


Advertisements and Service of Copies. 

23. The notice to be advertised of the intended registration 
will be prepared by the applicant. ‘he form, of this notice is 
pointed out by the 11th and 12th sections of the Act.t 

24. This notice, when prepared, should be ‘settled by the 
Registrar, who will direct in what papers it shall be advertised. 
The Order directing advertisement in the London Gazette has 
been rescinded. ‘The advertisement of the notice should be 
proved by the production of the newspapers containing the 
same. The notices for service and the parties on whom such 
service is to be made, and the mode of service, will also be 
settled by the registrar on application to him for that pur- 

ose, 
. 25. Tracings of the boundaries of the property, so far as 
they affect the respective adjoining owners and occupiers, will 
in most cases ba required to be attached to the notices served 
on them. ‘The tracings will be prepared at the office of the 
Tithe Commission.{ ‘Ihe notices will be served and verified in 
the manner pointed out in paragraph 17. ; 

26. Notice of the intention to register will be required to be 
given also to the tenants and incumbrancers of the property,§ 
and to be settled, served, and verified in like manner as the 
other notices before provided for. ‘ 

27. The mode of making objections to or claims on regis- 
tration is pointed ont hy the 17th and 18th. of the General 
Orders and the 13th section of the Act. (See also the forms 
of odjection and claims annexed to the General Orders.) 


Objections to Registration. 
28. If any objection or claim with reference to the registration 


* The cost of maps on mounted paper, proper for this purpose, varies 
from id. to 2d. per acre; but if the map embraces a town or large village, 
or is of house property, or the area is small, an addition to these charges 
would be made in proportion to the increased labour of the drafisman ; 
and in cases of extraordinary or unforeseen difficulty, it is possible that 
charges somewhat larger than those previously mentioned: may have to 


be made, 

¢ Blank forms of these notices may be obtained at the offlee. 
t As to costs of tracings see note to paragtaph 14, 
§ Forms may be pbtained at the office. 
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shall he Jodged in the office, notice thereof will be given to the | 
applicant's solicitor. 
; Reference to Court. 

29. If any question is referred to the Court the morle of pro- 

ceeding is pointed out by the 134th section of the Act. 
Searches. 

30. When the title is ready to be entered on the register 
such searches for judgments, &c., will have to be made as the 
examiner of title shall have advised and as the registrar shall 
think right. These searches will be made by a person «p- 
pointed by the registrar for such purpose. The charge:of such 
person for making the searches must be paid by the applicant, | 
and will be the-ordinary charge made by a solicitor for such | 
work. The amount will be settled by the registrar if the 
parties differ. 

Generally. 


31. It is impossible togive general directions which shall 
apply to all causes, but the assistance of the office with reference 
to. thé preparation and service of notives, ard any other matter 
affecting the registration, will at all times be readily afforded. 


Registration by Solicitors in the Country. 

32. The registration of titles may be effected by solicitors in 
the country by correspondence with the office. It is obvious, 
however, that there may be occasions in the course of the exa- 
mination of a title when personal communication with the soli- 
citor will be necessary, and in such cases the attendance of the 
solicitor will be required. 


As To TrTLes NoT INDEFEASIBLE. 

‘33. The form of application for registration without an inde- 
feasible title will be the same as that of the application for re- 
gistration with an indefeasible title, mutatis mutandis.* The 
evidence required by the 25th section of the Act, and any other 
evidence by means of which the applicant purposes to satisfy 
the registrar of his title to be registered, should be lodged in 
the office. . The before-mentioned provisions for ascertaining 
and identifying the lands will be applicable. No advertise- 
ments, however, of the intention to register will be necessary. 
It may be observed, with respect to applications for registration 
without an indefeasable title, that the registrar, in defining the 
sage at which an indefeasible title shall arise, must be guided 

y the length of time during which the applicant shall show 
that he has, or those:through whom he claims have, been*in 
possession as owner or owners in fee simple. 





As To LeasEHOLD Estates. 

34. The mode of proceeding for the registration of the title 
to leasehold estates will he the same as that before pointed out 
as to registration of indefeasible titles, As, however, no inde- 
feasible title will extend to the title of the lessor: or grantor, it 
will not be necessary to deduce such last-mentioned title. 
The notice required by the 19th of the General, Orders to be 
given'to the lessor or grantor, or his representatives, should be 
prepared and served, and the service thereof proved in like man- 
ner, as the other notices before provided for. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


BILLS IN. PARLIAMENT 
For tHe Formation or New Lines or Raitwar 1N 
ENGLAND AND WALES. 

-BARNET TO THE GREAT NORTHERN. 

Boxmoor ‘ro Hemet Hempstrean. 

Great Eastern.—Extension between Chattcris and Ram- 
say. 

GuILDFoRD TO LEATHERHEAD. 

RICKMANSWORTH, AMERSHAM, AND CHESHAM.—Exstension 
to Wendover and Aylesbury. 





MEETINGS. 
 CoLcmesTerR ANb Stour VaLuey. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this Company, held on the 4th 
instant, a dividend at the rate of £3 6s. per cent. per annum 
was declared for the past half-year. 

‘ Rorsron anb Hitcnin Rattway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 9th 
instant, a div at the rate of £6 per cent. per annum (less 
income tax) was declared for the past half-year. 





© Forms of application for registrati: m may be otaine! at the office. 





Victorta STATION AND Pimtico Company. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 11th 
_s dividend of 2} per cent. for the past half-year was de- 
clared, . 

PROJECTED COMPANIES. 

Tre Anoto-Prussian Minrxo Company (Limited), 
Capital, £100,000, in 20,000 shares of £5 eachs 
Solizitors—Messrs. Vallance & Vallance, 20, Essex~street, 

Strand, and George-yard, Lombard-street, London, sia 

This company is established for the purpose of, purchasing 
and working thirty-two mines, yielding copper, silver-lead, 
glazing, blende, munganese and iron ores, situated.in the Rhe- 


| nish provinces of Prussia. 


Tue Ciry Discouxr Company (Limited). 
Capital £1,000,000, in: 20,000 shares of £50: each. 
Solicitors—Messrs. James Taylor, Mason, & Taylor, Furni- 
val’s-inn; Messrs. Crosley & Burn, 34, Lombard-street. ‘ 
This company is established for the parpose of transacting 
the ordinary. business of a first-class, discount. house. ‘The Di- 
rectors state that until within the last few years this profitable 
branch of commercial enterprise has been. in the hands of a 
few private capitalists, and although from the magnitude of 
discount operations in the city of London it is a legitimate 
business for a joint stock company only one such company is 
at present in existence. 
Tue PetroLeum Trapine Company. 
Capital £100,000 in £10,000 shares of £10 each, 
Solicitors—Messrs. Ashurst, Son, & Morris, 6, Old Jewry. 
This company has been formed for the purpose of importing 
into Europe (on a scale capable of meeting the rapidly in- 
creasing Gemand) petroleum from the natural wells.of Penn- 
sylvania and elsewhere. > 
Tue Joint Stock Discount Company (LimiTep) 
Capital £1,000,000 sterling, in 40,000 shares of £25 each. 
Solicitors—Mess:s. Rixon & Son, 38, Cannon-street, E.C. 
This company has been formed’ with a large and increasing 
capital, and it is stated will be welcomed by the bankieg and 
monied interests as a means of employing surplus funds with 
perfect security, and that private depositors will always be 
enabled to secure a fair rate of interest for long or short periods. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. ‘ 
Mr. T. H. Happan, on Equity, Monday, Febraary 16. 
Mr. W. Murray, on Common Law and Mercantile Law, 
Friday, February 20. 








Her Majesty has ordered that the County Court of Denbigh- 
shire holden at Ruabon shall cease to.be holcen there, and 
shall be consolidated with and form part of: the district of the 
County Court of Denbighshire holden at Wrexham; that a 
part of the County Court of Staffordshire holden:at Cheadle, 
and described, shall be holden at Stoke-upon-'lrent; that the 
County Court of Staffordshire holden at Stoke-upon-Trent shall 
be holden at Longton as we'l as at Stoke-upon- Trent; that the 
County Court of Hampshire holden at Newport shall be holden 
at Ryde as well'ns at Newport; and that the County Court of 
Devonshire holden at Newton Abbott shall be holden at Tor- 
quay as well as at Newtouw Abbott. 


— —pz 


BIRTHS, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
JAMES.—On Feb. 1, at Weatharalt-plaen, Lampstead, the wife of Edward 
Wallwyn James, Esq.. of a dunghter. 
KEAN aa On Feb. 8, at rt ser om the wife of David 
Keane, Esq., barrister-at-law of a daughter. 
WADDILOVE—On Feb. 1, at 25, Le ies Sogries | Rye tn wife 
of Cyrus Waddilove, Esq , prematurely, of a daughter, 
WESTELL—On Feb 5, at Witney, Oxcn, the wife of F. Westell, Esq., Soll-. 
citor, of a daughter. 
DEATHS. 


FISHER—On Feb. 6, at 95, Warwick-street, Eccleston-square, Francis 
Fisher, Fsq., of 14, Old-square, Lincoln’s.ina, and Fellow of Jesus Coliege, 
Cambridge, aged 53. . 

FRANCIS—On Feb, 3, at his residence, 5, Alfred-terrace, Nyoer Betorss. 
Jolin Francis, Esq., of 3, Marcourt-buildings, Solicitor, r. Temple, 

5 . 


aged 75. 
HUNT—On Keb, 6, at Langley Lodge, LatonjBedtordshire, William Hunt, 
Esq.. solicitor, azed 51. : 
OLDMAN—On Feb. 9, at Gainsborough, of consumption, Chario:te 
beth, daughter of the late Thomas Oldman, Esq., soli -itor, aged 20, 
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ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
By Messrs. WiInsTANLEY. 

Two shares in the Sun Fire Office—Sold for £223 per share. Two ditto-- 
Sold for £224 per share. Two ditto—Sold for £223 per share, Two ditto 
—S»ld for £223 per share, Three ditto—Sold for £223 per share. Five 
£100 shares in the Sun Life Assurance Society—Sold for £73 per share. 
Five ditto—Sold for £75 per share. Six ditto—Sold for £72 per share. 
Five ditto—Sold for £74 per share. Five ditto—Sold for £74 per share. 
Five ditto—Sold for £74 per share. Five ditto—Sold for £73 per share. 
Five ditto—Sold for £74 per share. Four ditto—Sold for £73 per share. 
Five ditto—Sold for £74 per share. 

AT GARRAWAY’S 
Messrs. Fanesnotuer, Crarke, & Lyre 
reehold Fan, being Nos. 61 and 62, Piccadilly, let at £350 per ann. 


Fipad forrate 
, No. 2, Blackmore-st, Drury-lane, let at £60 


Freehold house and sh 
per ann.—Sold for £1 

Leasehold house and beer shop, situate No. 68, Harrow-rd, pare 94 

= years from 1804; ata ground rent of £5 per ann.—Sold for 


Leasehold dwelling-house, No. 8, Southampton-st, Covent-garden, let at 
£45 per ann.—Sold for £360. 





UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 
Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 


amount of. 
tranfered ihe Parts claiming the sae, unles eter Claimants appear 


casein W haa King’s Bench Walk, Temple, Esq., deceased. £1,000 
Consols,—Claimed by Eleanor Laetitia Gaussen, and Charles John 
Bosanquet, Executors. 

Rune, Ricaarp, Fortes, Hants, Sorapen. 44 deceased, £900, New £3 per 
Cents.—Claimed by Richard Stares, and Elizabeth Bowler, Spinster , 
surviving Executors. 





HEIRS AT LAW AND NEXT OF KIN. 


(Advertized in the London Gazette.) 
DroumMonp, ANDREW, 1 a0 nia Bristol, Barrister-at-Law. 
Drummond, V. C. W 
Owen, Janet, ME Ras go Twickenham, MidJlesex, Widow. 
Price, V. C. Stuart. 


- 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolbed. 
Frrpar, Feb. 6, 1863. 


Rowell, Wm, & Rbt Rowell, Watford, Attorneys-at-Law (Rowell & Rowell.) 
Jan 28, By mutual consent. 


Gindings-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 
Farmar, Feb. 6, 1863. 
UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 

Risca Coal and Iron Company.—The Master of the Rolls will proceed on 
Feb 17, at 12, to make a call of £100 per share, on all contributories 
settled on the list. 

LIMITED in CHANCERY. 

Commercial Discount Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, pre- 
sented Feb 3, will be heard before the Master of the Rolls, on Feb 14, 
Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry, Solicitors for petitioner. 

West Silver Bank Mining Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, 
presented Jan 24, will be heard before the Master of the Rolls, on Feb 
i4. Brewer, Philpot-lane, Solicitor for petitioners. 

Tvuespay, Feb. 10, 1863. 
UNLIMITED in CHANCERY. 

British Provident Life and Fire Assurance Society.—V.C. Kindersley, 
will proceed on Feb 19, at 2, to settle the amended and further’ list of 
contributories of this Society 

Hope Mutual Life Assurance am Honesty Guarantee Society —Petition 

Hala on feo ti J presented Feb 5, will be heard before the Master of the 
% tors 


Edwards & Edwards, Southampton-bidgs, Solici 
mya mo under 22 & 23 Viet. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Faiwar, Feb. 6, 1863. 
Brewer, John Wm Northway, Liverpool-st, London, Chemist. Feb 28. 
Sole & Co, Aldermanbury. 
By, vi oo Ann, West Hoathley, Sussex, Widow. Jan7. Randall & Co, 
nner iem 
Chatfield, Chas, Austin Friars, London, Solicitor. June 24. Hart & 
Davies, Austin Friars. 
Flavell, Hy, Birm, Victualler. March 6. Danks, Birm. 
Hall, J ohn, Breezers Hill, Ratcliffe, Sugar Refiner. April 30. Lepard & 


Gammon, Cloax-lane. 
Head, Luke, Walsall, Farmer. March3l. Barnett ‘4 oe, weet, 
Knaggs, J Sherburn, Y 


jane, ork, Widow. March 2 & Lang- 
borne, Maiton. ? 


, Catherine, Brentford, Spinster, March 20. Parker & Co, St 
Paul's Church-yard. 
Vasey, Geo, Whitby, Builder. March 14. Gray & Pannett, Whitby. 
Turspar, Feb. 10, 1863. 


Albemarle, The Hight Hon. Charlotte Susanna Dowager Countess of. 
March 14. Mason &Withall, ge “row. 
tartborough 


Bilton, Marianne, M -rd, Islington, separate estate. April 30. 
birch, Wm, Barna, , Warwick, Ribbon Manufacturer. March 6. Minster 
Brannan, Wm, Carisbrooke, I. of W., Gent. April 6. 

Isle of Wight. ’ ni pril Pittis, Newport, 





Curtis, Edmund Collingridge, Charlton-upon-Ohnoor, Oxford, farmer. 
March 1. Foster, Bicester. 

Foxall, Edw Martin, Tunbridge Wells, Architect. March 21, Coverdale 
& Co, Bedford-row, 

Holden, Jas, Blackburn, Grocer. 31 Champoey, Bs 

Marshall, Chas, Kingston-on-Hull. Aah 31 March 0." ies, 

Mexbews, Mis Mary, Cefn-park, Denbigh, Spinster. 10. 

ray’s-inn 

Pirie, Wm, m,Berick-upon-Tweed, Grocer. March 11. Rowland, Berwick- 
upon-Tw 

Read, Bagot Offley Crewe, Sompting, Sussex, Esq. April 1. Annesley, 

es finns, try, Innkeeper. March 6. Minster & Son, Coventry, 

gar, Coventry, In’ r. rr 
Taylor, Rehd, Whis' iston, York, etteaneet March 25. 
Wolo, mney, OM Quebec-st, ‘Hyde-park, Gent. April 1. ‘Mason & Co, 


Creditors under Estates in Chancerp. 


Last Day of Proof. 
Fatpar, Feb. 6, 1863. 
ar A Pom og Hon, abet are argh Gaming, Mt June 1. Lord 
e Tabley v. Lord rt de ni 
Cox, Thos, Sutton iron Merchant’ Feb 28. Cox v, Gibbons, 


Nye, 8 Sam W Wardour-st, Soho, Machinist, March 7. Nye ». William, V. C. 
Pearson, Chas, Chas, Guildhall, Solicitor. March 21. Slowman v. Pearson, 


Pine, John Sai Maidstone, r Maker. March Po Pine v. Pine, M.R. ' 
Ward, John, Noke, 0. Farmer. March 2. Castle». Warland, M.R. 


Tosser, Fek Feb. 10, yo al 

Bulkeley, Rbt Stanley Williams, Baron-hill, Anglesey, Captain. March 6, 
Bulkeley v. roar A 

haven Chipping ycombe, Gent. March 14. Wingrove v. Lane, V. C- 

Littlewood, Wm, Birm, Publican. March 7. Littlewood v. Collins, M.R. 

Perry, Chas, Phospix Wharf, Whitefriars, Hay Dealer. Feb 28. Harris 


v. Perry, M.R. 
Reed, Rebecca, Kingston-on-Thames, Widow. March 4. Burrell». I. ., M.B. 


Assignments for Benet of Creditors. 
Farivar, Feb. 6, 1863, 
Ape. Thos, Lincoln, Iron Founder. Jan 10. Rhodes & Son, Market- 
n. 


TvespaY, Feb. 10, 1863 
Williams, Evan, Llanthew, Brecon, Farmer. Febd3. Bishop, Brecon. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Friar, Feb. 6, 1863. 
Ashcroft, Geo, Aberdare, Engineer. Jan 7. Asst. Reg Feb 
Bailey, Chas, Boston, Lincoln, Draper. Jan 21. Asst. Reg Feb 4. 
Bateman, Saml John, Manch, Draper. Jan 12, Asst, Reg Feb 4. 
Desnetlp Jos Ae Queen-st, Cheapside, Wholesale Stationer. Jan 7. 


Bolton, Thos, Blackburn, Plumber. Jan 23. Asst. ty J Feb 2, 

Booth, John, Bolton, Painter. Jan 9. —_ gy Dd 

Chubb, Rbt ‘Rehd, Exeter, Linendraper. Asst. ja Feb 3. 

Biliott, Wm, , jun, ‘Lower Belgrave-st, Miadle $23 Dealer. Jan 9. Comp. 
eg Feb 

Garner, Chas, East Grinstead, Farmer. Dec 31. Asst. Reg Feb 5. 

—- Hy John, Cotlumpton, Devon, Innkeeper. Jan 23, Cony. Reg 

‘eb 

Jan 10. Comp. Reg Feb 3. 


Howarth, John, Bradford, Corn Dealer. 

Hudson, Chas, Whitby, Innkeeper. Jan 14, Conv, ed 5, 

Jackson, Hy, Sunderland, Grocer. Jan7. Asst. Reg 

— . ye tkinson, Barnard Castle, Durham, Plumber. } 9. Asst. 

€ 
Kipling, Margaret, Strand, Hosier. Jan 8. Arrngmnt, Reg Feb 5. 
Levy, Phitip, Houndsditeh, Stationer. Jan 26. Comp. Reg Feb 5. 
Saml, Manch, Cabinet Maker. Jan 20, ee 

Marchant, Jas, Hollington, Brickmaker. Jan 9, Asst. Feb 5. 

Masterman, Wm, Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer, Jan 29. Asst. Reg Feb 3. 

Robinson, Stephen, & Wm Robinson, ‘Preston, Coach Spring Makers. Jan 
19, Conv. Reg Feb 4. 

Russo, Enrico Salvadore, Rupert-st, Haymarket, Boot Maker. 
Arrngemnt. Reg Feb 4, 

Samuel, Hy, Strand, Jeweller. Jan 20. Comp. Reg Feb 3. 

Smith, Jas, Lpool, Biscuit Maker. Jan 31. ved Feb 2. 

Taylor, Wm, jun, un, Nottingham, Grocer. Jan 10. Asst. R Wi 5. 
Whorwell, Wm, Woolwich, Tailor, Jan 10. Conv, 

Wilcock. Thos, Gateshead, Clogger. Jan 9. Asst. Reg Feb ri 

Williams, Anne Sybil, Abergavenny Widow. Dec 31. Asst. Reg Feb 2. 

— Thos Maples, ” Ludgute-hill, Shawl Warehouseman, Jan9. Asst. 


Reg Feb 4 
TugspaY, Feb. 10, 1863. ' 

Abbott, Pg Lpool, Cabinet Maker. Feb7. Comp. Reg Feb 9. 
Barton, Jas, Southam, Warwick, ea ney ct Jan 15,. Cony. ee 
Boyman, Som, Rochester, Grocer. Jan Asst. Reg Feb.10, 
Brasher, Wm Cole, Clare, Suffolk, Tailor. Jan 31. Asst. Reg Feb 
Callis, Chas, Lpool, Ironmonger. Feb5. Comp. Reg Feb 7. 
Chandler, , Kenelm,. sen, Blomfield-ter, Harrow-rd, Middix, Builder. Jan 

21. Comp. Reg Feb 10. 
Cohn, Alexander, Manch, Merchant. Feb6. Comp. Reg Feb 9. 
Ford, John, Goring, Oxford, Builder. Jan 28. Comp. Reg Feb 5. 
ae. Rogers, & Owen Lewis, Manch, Dyers. Jan 12. Comp. 


Jan 7. 


Jordan, Wm os, Cedar-rd, Fulham, Coal Merchant. Aug 12. 
Reg Feb 


Conv. Reg Feb6é 
Kirkup, Christopher, Sunderland, Timber Merchant. Jan 12, Conv. 
Lambert, Wm, Wootton, L of W., meraye. Jan 16. Conv. Reg ee Foe t, 
Linen Jan 13, Arrngmni, eb 7, 


Reg Feb 
Nortn, Saml, 1 Lnsoortt,, Kor Norih-rd, Middlx, Wholesale Millinery 
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eens 27. o_. Rog Feb 7. 
Wm, Grocer. Ji or in. 
Fone i Kacy Jan 12, doe Teg Feo. 





Smith, John bay Ref am Aci Auctioneer. Jan 24. 7. 
Smith, Wm, en Throwster, Jan 15. Aa te ys 
Wells, Wm, Wi ter, Draper. Jan 9. 


Farrar, Feb. 6, 1863. 
To Surrender in London. 
Baker, Robt Chas, Park-st, Camberwell, Architectural Sculptor. Pet 
Feb 3 (for pan). * Feb 19 at 2. Aldridge. 
Sy gd in the? agua Ware. Pet Feb 


Dettingen ). Feb 24 poh Aldridge & 
a 
meee Rene. te aaa Dealer. salen Bet Jan 31. Feb 24 at 
-st, 


oemaieeade, Ripeiiiinn, Aisle. Pet Fer 4. Feb 24 

ont Settee rs st, Boot Manufacturer.” Pet Dec 15. Feb 

‘ 1 ‘| . a e 
a Frodk, Gutepar-t, Bows 


rook, 
‘m Hy, Drummond-st, Euston-sq, Hatter. Pet Feb2. Feb 24 at 
» Veale Old Broad-st. 
Dorward, Peter, & Geo Bell Harkes, Dorset-st, Clapham-rd, Starch Manu- 
Pet Jan 26. Feb 19 at 2.30. Wells, Moorgate-st. 
Fryer, Thos Slaney, Hoxton Market, Middlesex, Cabinet Maker. Pet 
~ “s" sepleldgate Whitechapel, Pont Goooee Pet Feb 2. Feb 24 
Gainey, Jas, Grocer. e atl. 
Silvester, Grea st. 
Gammon, Moses, Skirnett, Buckingham, ‘hrasher, Pet Feb.3. Feb $4 


. 1. & McMullen, Bloomsbury-sq. 
peer, feat, Victualler, Richmond-rd, Bayswater. Pet Feb 3. Feb 
=~ Co, Old J ~chambers, 





24 at2. Lawrance Jewry: 
Gerds, Christian, je-st, Regent-st, Bh Pet Feb 4. Feb 24 at 2. 
Trehern & White, ata 9. et rs, Bucklersbury 
pn " Site See, BRENT, Beer Seller. Pet F Feb 5 (for pan). Feb 
19 at 2.30. 


Hart, Wm, Veterinary Surgeon. Pet Feb 2. Feb 17 at2. 
pa saod & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 
Hee Rig arian emagnal bong Kent, Surgeon. Pet Feb 4, Feb 


Hes hehe, BM ypery Golde ae of Middlesex, Merchant. Pet Feb 3. 
Feb 24 at 12. Lewis, Gt Marlborough-st, nt-st. 


Jacobs, Saml, Gravel-lane, Houndsditch, Furniture Broker. Pet Feb 2. 
Feb 24 at 11. Preston i Dorman, “st. 
Jarrett, Thos, “4 pe , Cattie Dealer. Pet Feb 4. Feb 24 


, Gray’ 's-inn, and Morgan, Maidstone 
Jones, Wm, , Commission Agent. Pet Feb 2 (for 
BB. Feb 24 at at. “alrite & Bromley. 


Isaac Solomon, Stanley- Ba: pone, Be mee Merchant. Pet 
ty (for pau). Feb 24 at 1. Me dtthes & B 


Lodge, Thos, Shaftesbury, Fishmonger. fore. ‘Pod 24 at 11. Ven- 
ning & Co. Tokenhouss: Tidy rer, Shaftesbury. 

Lovie ues, Eeowse ter, Pot Feb 4. Feb 19 at 2. 

t 


Measham BY) & Wm Alf Maugham, Greenwich, Scrap Iron Manufac- 
Jan 30. Feb 24 at 12. "Cridiand, Lincoln’s-inn. 
M Geo t’s-pl, Gracechurch-st, Commissi 
Pet Feb 3 (for pau). ” Feb 24 at 3. ao. 
Moor, ret as & Edw Page Ely-pl, Holborn, Jewellers. Pet Jan 30. 
Feb 24 ai ye oe Lewis, Old Jewry. 
souriya Cas, Gt Winchester-st, Pimlico, Master in the Merchant Ser- 
Feb 3. Feb 19at1. Edmunds, St. Bride’s-avenue, Fleet-st. 
Peacock, Thos.Matthew, Upper Whitecross-st, Boot Maker. Pet Jan 30. 
Feb 24 at 12. Norton, Cli Clifford’s-inn. 
Peisley, Geo, Oakley, Bucks, Wheelwright. Pet Feb 2. Feb 24 at 12. 
Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry, and Parrott & Co, Aylesbury. 
Peery, ms Ang Fredk, Edward-ter, Camden-rd, Holloway, of no occupa- 
Jan 2°, Feb 24 at 11. Mackeson & Golding, Lincoin’s-inn- 


Potter, Wm Simpson, Adam-st, Adélphi, Non-Trader. Pet Feb6. Feb 

24 at 2. Dimmock & Co, be pel wa 
Liangham, Sussex, Dealer in Timber. Pet Feb 

2 (for pee one 23 at 11, Aldridge. 
James-st, Kennington-pk, out of business. Pet Feb 2 

(for pau), Feb 17 at2. Aldridge. 
Sarfas, Hy, Alma-ter, Stepney, Mast Maker. Pet Feb 2. Feb 17 at 12. 
Basinghall-st. 


Peckham, Sempstress, Pet Fob 2 (for pau). 


Peb 17 at 12. 

ae, Jas e Comite Agent. Pet Feb 2. Feb 24 at 
. Geo, & Joseph Shears, onl Hoxton, Boot Manufacturers. 
Pet oe ~ bthhes ont 9g 

Shettle, Th —". ae Pet Feb 3. 
Feb 17 at 2, 


—_ RE: slang Gr Feb 4 ar pau). Feb 23 at li. 


Turner, Woo, Balls- , Islington, Tailor. Pet Feb 5. Fed 17 at 1. 
heed’ Reed, Gubahachone 4 


bei: rie Marshall-on peseeet, Cheesemonger. Pet Feb 3. Feb 

a 

bar ane ee Poultry, ya -at-Law, Pet Feb 4 (for pau). Feb 

— Joseph, Ship-yard, Temple Bar, Cab Proprietor. Pet Feb 3. Feb 
at 1. Brammell, Southampton-bidgs, 

Willis Rehd Read, Kelvedon, Essex, Schoolmaster. Pet Jan 31. Feb 17 

wae sine Cacharter t’s-park, Comm Agent. Pet Feb 2. 
. * ° 

Feb 24 at 11, Davis, Golden ~ a 


Aviom, 4S Manch, Commercial Cherk, ie yy Manch Feb 17 atti, 
Rowley & ”$on, Manch, : 

Baker, Walter no business, Pet Feb 2. Bristol 
Pet Feb3. Norwich, 


Feb 20 at 11. Be Jie nomena io ne 
Coach 
Ra a Norwich, Comm Pot Jan 31, 





Blumenthal, Sundal, Coventry, Wholesale Jeweller. Pet Feb 3. Bir, 
Fob 20 at 13. Parry, Goruas. ent ek tun Ok he 
10. Wainop, Carl! bade 


bata tg Ra Bey tance Pet Feb 3, Coven- 
try, Feb 19 at 3. Griffin, a , 
Burrows, Jno, Babbicombe, Devon, . Pet Feb 4. Newton-Abbot, 


Chamuan. tach, Seen tute 

apman, Newport, Painter. 4. Bristol, 

96 at Ii. Woollett, Newport, and Bristol. bia 

Clarebrough, Wm, Sheffield, Mason. Pet Feb 4, Sheffield, Feb 25 at 2. 
Binney, Sheffield. 

Clayton, oe Stafford, Blacksmith. Pet Jan 28. Birm, Feb 
rig Saad ore Winstanley, Newcastle-under-Lyme, and James & 


hford, Stafford, Wheelwright. Pet Feb 3. Stafford 
be ay? meg Stafford. nahn. ed 
Corneliusen Bootle, nr Lpool, Bookkeeper. « Lpool, 
17 at 3. ‘Hughes, Lpool, % sal 
) en revere Pet Jan 13. Thirsk, Feb 17 at 11. 


Crick, Geo, Fleet-st, Portsea, Brewer. Pet Jan 31. Portsmouth, Féb 16 
Cross, i once a tames it, Mamts, Bote. Pet Jan 31. Portsmonth, 
meet asat Su ab Wheelwright, page 15 sudbay, 
, Sudbury. fan 15, 1 

— “y Jao. Deigell Merioneth, Fi Pet F pa de ds 

wards, Jno, y> ‘armer. eb 2. 

16 at 11, Jones, Dolgely. : ™ 
Fencott, Jno, Newent, Gloucester, Small Farmer. Pet Feb 2 (for pau). 


Gloucester, March 3 at 12. Wilkes. 
Greaves, Rbt, Spofforth, York, pore pe A Pet Jan 31. Khares- 


borough, Feb 18 minds 10, 
Cumberland, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 2. Wigton, Feb 28 


Gregg, Hy, Bo 
name Donald Cie N Shoe Manufacturer 

Groom, Jno, Higham Ferrers, No , Shoe . Pet Feb 
2. Wellingborough, Feb 18 ahh Whine N 

Guilmette, Jas Wm, Stretford, nr Manch, out of business. Pet Feb 2. 
Salford, Feb 21 at 10. Dawsor, Manch. 

Guy, Thos Phelps, Beaminster, Dorset, Butcher. wo reres Exeter, Feb 
25at 12. Jolliffe, Crewkerne, and Floud, F. 

Hancock, Abraham, Wolstanton, Stafford, A hemes Pet Feb. Congleton, 
Feb 14 at 12. Welch, Congleton. 

Hart, Matthew, Bawtry, York, out of business. Pet Jan 3i. Doncaster, 
Feb 17 at 12. Woodhead, Doncaster. 

Hart, Robert, Canterbury, General Dealer. Jan 16 ad pau). Canter- 
bury, Feb 9 at 2. 

Hersfield, Thomas, Birm, Tailor. Pet Feb 3. Birm, Feb 23 at'12. South- 
he ig Hay Dealer. Pet Dec 

Humphris, David, len, Hay r. t 16. St. Alban’s, 
Feb 18 at 3. Marshall & Son, Hatton-garden, London. 

Huntley, Thos Wood, Heworth, Durham, Grocer. Pet Feb 3. Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. Feb 20 at 19.30. Bush, Ne Tyne. 

Lawry, Philip Trelsar, Redruth, Cornwall, Farmer. Pet Feb 3. Redruth, 
Feb 18 at 11. . Stephenson. 

Lethbridge, Francis, Ermington, De A eal gs Fet Feb 3, . East 


Stonehouse, Feb 19 an il, 1. Gidiey, Piymon 
Feb 3. 5 Feb 19 at 11. Chew 


Marshall, le Upper Edge, Halifax, Weaver. Pet Feb 3. Halifax, 
Feb 27 at 10. Jubb, Halifax. 
a - on Paapeaae , Canterbury, Publican. Jan 16 (for pau). Canterbury, 
e at 2. 
ase Benj, Canterbury, Horse Dealer. Jan 16 (for pan). Canterbury, 
eb 9at2, . 
Newnes, Wm, Maldon, Essex, Bootmaker. Pet Feb?. Maldon, Feb 19 at 
10, Digi Fag don, 
Ormandy, , Barrow-in-Furness, Lancaster, Butcher. Pet Jan 26, 
Saueeaehs Feb 23 at 11.80, Relph, Soutergate, Ulverston. 
Opes, te Birm, nal Hair Pad Manufacturer. Pet Feb 3. Birm, 
r2at 
Perrins, Ri Pasade of business. Pet Feb 2. Birm, Feb 20 at 12 


Wright, 
Pinner, Geo, Biggleswade, Market Gardener. Pet Feb3. Biggleswade, 
Feb 18 at 10. Burker, Biggleswade. 
Prout, Jno, West Alvington, m, Lime Burner, Pet Feb 2. Kings+ 
bridge, Feb 16 at 11. Orton, 
Richards, Thos, Alberbury, Montgomery, Saddler. Pet Jan 31. Shrews- 
bury, Mar 2 at 10. Davies, 
nhs, Va, Dates Dudley, out of employment, Pet Feb 2. Dudley, Feb 19 
e, Birm 
Raber, Joseph, Hore Hereford, Carpenter. Pet Feb 2. Hereford, Feb 18 at 
Robinson, Thos, N ermoamtnueaniieen: tinal Mariner. Pet Jan a7. 
Newcastle, Feb 28 at 10, Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 


Satterthwaite, Edw, Bilston, Publican. Pet Feb 4. Birm, Feb 23 at 12. 
Thurstor; Wolverham and Green, 
- Pet Feb3. Glou- 


Simpson, Rbt Chas, Sow “st, ere 
cester, Mar 3at 12. Taynton, Glou 

Skinner, Jno, Pimlico, Torquay, hee ‘Pet Feb 4. Newton Abbot, 

Feb 20 at ll. Carter, Ti 


‘orquay. 
Smith, Wm, Coventry, Tailor. Pet Jan 30. Coventry, Feb 19 at 3. 
Griffin, Leami: 


ington. 
Snook, Rbt, cen, Te Watchmaker. Pet Feb?. Southampton, Feb 
25 at 12, Mackey, Sou! cog 
os on + ia Cutler, Feb 3. Leeds, Feb 19 at 13. Snowdon 
on, 
Taylor, Wm, Barnwood, Gloucester, Commission Agent. Pet Feb 4, Glou- 
cester, Mar 3 at 12. Taynton, Gloucester. 
Townsend, Wm, Littledean, Gloucester, Innkeeper. Pet Jan 31. Newn- 
, Feb 24 at 10, Whatley, Mitcheldean. 
Wheelhouse, Saml, Radeliffe- Laneaster, Bookseller. Pet Feb 2. 
Horner, Manch, : 


aanch, Ped IT at 
Whitcomb, Thos, Newtown, neaf Gosport, Grocer. Pet Feb 4, Ports- 
mouth, Feb 16 at 21, een ena = 
Whiting, Geo, Coventry, Pet Jan 31. Northampton, Feb 21 





atl, Marshall & Son, Hatton-garden. 
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‘Woodcock, Jno, Dodworth, York, Shopkeeper, Pet Feb 3. Barnsley, Feb 
27 at 2. Hamer, Barnsley. 

Woodford, Thos, St. Ebbe, Offord, Butcher. Pet Feb 2. Oxford, Feb 18 
at 10. Locker, Oxford. i 

Woodhouse, Wm Hy, Huddersfield, Printer. Put Dec 10. Leeds, Feb 19 
at il. Linklater & Hackwood, Walbrook, and Blackburn, Leeds. 

Wright, Jno, Tillingham, Essex, Butcher, Pet Feb 2, Maldon, Feb 19 at 
1. * 


Feb 24 at 1. 
Pet 
Pet Feb6. Feb 


Pet Feb 6. Feb 26 


Pet Feb5. Feb 
Pet Fed6. Feb 24 
Pet Feb 5. Feb 24 


Feb 24 at2. Lovell & Co, 


Pet Feb 5, 


Wells, Feb 23 at 1, 


Pet Feb 5. Rotherham, March 11 at 


Digby, Maldon. 
Wyer, Geo, Lincoln, Leadenham, Veterinary Surgeon. Pet Feb 3. Horn- 
castle, Feb 17 at 11, Brown & Son, Lincoln. 
Turspay, Feb. 10, 1863. 
To surrender in London. 
Anderson, Ann, Green-st, Leicester-sq, Spinster. Pet Feb 6. Feb 26 at 
12. Goatly, Symond’s-inn. 
Arkell, Jno, Britannia-st, Hoxton, Shoe Maker. Pet Feb 5. 
Marshall & Son, Hatton-garden. 
Brake, Philip, BroadJey-ter, Blandford-sq, Middx, Bath Attendant. 
Feb 3. Feb 24at2. Wyatt, Lamb’s Conduit-st. 
Cappel, Geo, Albany-rd, Camberwell, Merchant's Clerk, 
24 at2. Roberts & Vaughan, Bucklersbury. 
Edmands, Rbt, Gower-st, Middx, Dealer in Shares. 
at 12. Drake, Gresham-st. 
Gale, Rehd, Barking-rd, Poplar, Builder. Pet Feb 5. Feb 23 at 3. Lewis& 
Watson, Clement’s-lane. 
Griffiths, Hy, Pleasanterow, Holloway-rd, Middx, Omnibus Driver. Pet 
Feb5. Feb 23 at li. Mole, Warwick-ct, Gray’s-inn. 
Harcourt, Durrant Bateman, Thatcham, Berks, Attorney and Solicitor. 
Pet Feb 6. Feb 23 at2. Humber & Harrison, King’s Arms-yard. 
Jones, Jno, King’s-cross, Grocer. Pet Feb 5. Feb 23 at 11. Jones, New- 
inn, Strand. 
Mackenzie, Thos Hy, Rye-lane, Peckham, Commercial Traveller. Pet 
Feb 4. Feb 23 at 12. Moss, Martin’s-lane. Cannon-st. 
Maeers, Jos, Grange-ter, Bermondsey, Tailor. Pet Feb 5(for pau). Feb 
24atl. Aldridge & Bromley. 
Mann, Jas Barratt, Great Warley, Essex, Gardener. Pet Feb 9. Feb 26 at 
12. Preston & Dorman, Gresham-st. 
Maplesden, Wm Thos Hyde, High-st, Shoreditch, Victualler. Pet Feb 7. 
Feb 23 at 2. Elourn & Hocombe, Bedford-row. 
Neale, Wm, Queen-st, Bermondsey New-rd, out of business. Pet Feb 3 
(for pau). Feb 23 ati, Aldridge. 
Pengelly, John, Brighton, Tailor. Pet Feb9. Feb 24 atl. Peverley, 
Coleman-st. 
Petipher, Thos, Clifton-st, Finsbury, Harness Maker. 
23'at 12. Beard, Basinghall-st. 
Priestley, Edwin, Suffolk-pl, Kingsland-rd, Printer. 
at1l2. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-flelds. 
Rane, Jos, Villiers-rd, Bushey, Mechanical Engineer, 
atl, Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Reed, Wm, Southgate, Grocer. Pet Feb 7. 
South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 4 
Serres, Hy Stephen, White-cottages, Hackney, Accountant. Pet Feb 6. 
Feb 24 at 12, Shepherd, Sise-lane. 
a pe Peter, Frederick-st, Hampstead-rd, Builder. Feb 
atl. Allen, Chancery-lane. 
Spicer, Jos Hy, Bedford-pl, Kensington, Buiider. Pet Feb 5. Feb 24 at 1. 
Rushworth, Staple’s-inn, Holborn. 
Stevenson, John, Gibson-sq, Islington, Middlx, Commission Agent. Pet 
Jan 28. Feb 23 at1. Waring, Poultry. 
Thorn, Michael, Burghfield Hili, near Reading, Brickmaker. Pet Feb 2. 
Feb 24 at 12. Doyle, Verulam-bidgs. 
Wackrill, Uriah, Battersea Rise, Surrey, Farm Bailiff. Pet Feb 6. Feb 
24at2. Dubois, Coleman-st. 
*. To Surrender in the Country. 
Acland, Wm, Torquay, Hay Dealer. Pet Feb6. Newton Abbott, Feb 20 
atll. Carter, Torquay. 
Badgery, Thos, Worcester, Leather Dresser. Pet Feb6. Birm, Feb 27 
ati2. Wright, Birm, 
Bailey, Joseph, Nottingham, Iron Moulder. Pet Feb 6. Nottingham, 
Feb 25 at 11. Smith, Nottingham. 
Bamford, John, Tarleton, Lancaster, Wheelwright. Pet Feb 5. Ormskirk, 
Feb 20 at 9,30. Parr, Ormskirk. 
Bennett, Wm, East Pennard, Carpenter. Pet Feb 4. 
Alder, Wells. 
Broadbent, Robt, Manch, Provision Dealer. Pet Feb 5. Manch, Feb 23 
at 9.30. — Manch. 
Boardman, Richd, Lpool, Car Proprietor. Jan 15. Lpool, Feb 4 
Evans & Co, Lpool. r we ae 
Brooker, Edwin, Doncaster, Carver and Gilder. Pet Feb 6. Doncaster, 
Feb 21 at 12. Marratt, Doncaster. 
Broughton, John, Bath, Beer Seller. Pet Feb 6. Bath, Feb 23 at 12. 
Bartrum, Bath. 
Certer, Adam, Bolton, Ale Merchant. Pet Feb 5, Bolton, Feb 23 at 10, 
Hainett, Bolton. ° 
—— Wm, Bath, Enginecr. Pet Feb 5, Bath, Feb 23 at 11. Wilton, 
ath. 
Day, Jobn, Rotherham, Labourer. 
. 1. rig Pothestiets, 
atwood, John, Upper Wellhouse, HuCdersfield, Farmer. Pet Jan 27 
Huddersfield, Feb 26 at 10. Haigh, Huddersfield. ; 
Edwards, Edw, Bargor, Carnervon, lronmonger. Pet Feb 5. Lpool, Feb 
_25 at 12. Evans & Co, Lpool. 
oy ee Ss paapepa Farmer. Pet Feb 2. Dolgelley, Feb 16 at 11. 
Jones, igeliey, 
Eland, Hy, Biaydon, Durham, Grocer. Pet Fel 5. Gateshead, Feb 21 at 
_12. Joel, Neweastle-upon-Tyne. 
Evans, Geo, Hodnet, Salop, Victualler. Pet Feb 5. Birm, Feb 27 at 12. 
Ciarke, Shrewsbury, and Reece, Birm. 
Evans, John, Lianbedr, Merioneth, Master Mariner. Pet Feb 3. Port- 
Madoc, March isatil. Breese, Portmadoc. 
Finch, John, Frimley, Surrey, Victualler. Pet Jan 30. Farnham, Feb 
29 at 2. White, Guildford. 
Fculkes, Hugh, Conway, Carnarvon, Butcher. Pet Feb 7. Lpool, Feb 
a ‘ws os as oe Co, Lpool, and Jones, Conway. 
ox, Chas, Linco! milder. Pet Feb 23, : - 5 
1S. Teed, Lincoln. 3, Kingston-upon-Hull, Feb 25 at 
urness, Bollington, Chester, Butcher. Pet Fi » Macclesfield 
Feb 20 at 12, Barclay, Macclesfield. Poe . 


_ Walters, Jolin, Stoke-upon-Trent, Builder. 





Gauthern, Wm. Gilkes, Kiddermitster. Pet Feb 6. Kidderminster, Mar 
4at 10, Saunders, Kidde?minster. P 

Hal}, Margaret, & Hy Hall, Blyhill, Stafford, Farmers, Pet Feb 5, 
Birm, Feb 23 at 12.. Hodgson & Co, Birm. 

Hampson. Jas, Marsden, near Huddersfield, Grocer. Pet Feb 5. Iud- 
dersfield, Feb 26 at 10. Swan, Manch. 

Harper, Jas, Southwick, neay Sunderland, Grocer. Pet Feb3. New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, Feb 20 at 12, Young, Sunderland, 

Holt, Jas, Burley, near Leeds, Dyer, Pet Feb 5. Leeds, Feb 27 at 12. 
Harle, Leeds. 

Houghton, Wm, Inskip-with-Sowerby, Lancaster, Hay Dealer. Pet Feb 
5. Garstang, Feb 24 at 10. Bilackhurst, Preston. 

Hunt, John Thos, Macclesfield, out of business. Pet Feb6. Macclesfield, 
Feb 20 at 11. Barclay, Macclesfield. 

Jarvis, John, & Thos Cor:nor, Rotherham, Plasterers. Fet Feb 7. Rother- 
ham, Mar !1 at 12. Binney, Shefficld. 

Johnstone, Jas Inglis, Washington, Durham, Joiner. Pet Feb4. New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, Feb 20 at |. . Joel, oa hee le 

Keeble, Geo, Ipswich, Painter. Pet Feb 7. Ipswich, Feb 23 at Li. 
Champ, Ipswich. 


Kelsall, Robt, Burslem, Tobacconist, Pet Feb 6, Hanley, Feb 28 at 12. 

Suttcen, Burslem. 

Lee, John, Farnham, Victualler. Pet Feb 3, Farnham, Feb 20 at 2. 
White, Guildford. 

Legg, Richd, jun, Litton Cheny, Dorset, Butcher. Pet Feb 4. Bridport, 
Mar 10 at lt. Weston, Dorchester. 

Lemon, Robt, Ranworth, Norfolk, Victualler. Pet Feb7, Norwich, Feb 
25atil. Atkinson, Norwich. 

Liddell, Thos, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, out of business. Pet Feb 5. New- 
castle, Feb 28 at 10. Joel, Newcastle, 

Miebich, Immanuel, Brighton, Teacher of Masic. Pet Feb 7. Brighton, 
Mar 4atll. Peverley, Coleman-st. 

Long, Thos, Eastgate, Burnley, Machine Broker. Pet Feb 5. Burnley, 
Mar 2at3. Backhouse & Whittam, Burnley. 

Lowrie, Ralph, Newcastlie-upon-Tyne, Confectioner. Pet Feb 6. New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, Feb 20 at 12. Hoyle, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 

Maddock, Benj, Chester, Butcher, Pet Feb 5. Chester, Feb 19 at 9. 
Massey, Chester. 

Mander, Thos, Leamington Priors, out of business. Pet Jan 26, War- 
wick, Feb 16 at 10, Overell, Leamington Priors, 

Mitton, Geo, Kirkdale, nr Liverpool, out of business, Pet Feb 6. Liver- 
pool, Feb 24 at 11. Thornley, Liverpool. 

Moll, Rudolph Wm, Kingston-upon-Hull, Merchant, Pet Feb 2. King- 
ston-upon-Hull, Feb 25 at 12. Spurr & Richardson, Hull. 

Peason, Thos, Kingston-upon-Hull, Pork Butcher. Pet Feb 6, Hull, Feb 
18 atll. Summers, Hul 

Perks, Edw, Worcester, Victualler, Pet Feb 3. Worcester, Feb 23 at 11. 
Corles, Worcester. 

Popple, Geo, Aldershot, Boot Maker. Pet Jan 29. Farnham, Feb 20 at 3 
White, Guildford. 

Robinson, Wm, Hartshorne, Derby, Boot Maker. Pet Feb6. Ashby-de- 
la-Zouch, Feb 20 at 11. Dewes, Ashby-de-la-Zouch. 

Rothwell, Hy. Salford, Dyer, Pet Feb 5. Salford, Feb 21 at 10. 
Manchester. 

Rundle, Jas Thos, Plymouth, Draper. Pet Feb 4, Plymouth, Mar 4 at 
12.30. Edmonds & Sons, Plymoutli, and Hirtzel, Exeter. 

Rushforth, Thos, Huddersfield, Joiner, Pet Jan 26. Huddersfield, Feb 
26 at 10. Bottomley, Huddersfield. 

Schofield, Thos, Rochdale, Druggist. Pet Feb 5. Manchester, Mar 12 at 
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12. Holland, Rochdale, and Smith & Bowyer, Manchester. 

Sisson, Fanny, Ilkeston, Derby, Shopkeeper. Pet Jan 12, Belper, Feb 24 
at ll. Smith, Nottingham, 

Sole, Geo, Littlehampton, Mariner. Pet Feb 3. Arundel, Feb 13 at 10. 
Goodman, Brighton. , 

Spreat, Wm, Gloucester, Currier, Pet Feb 4, Bristol, Feb 20 at Ll. 
Abbott & Co. Bristol. 

Taylor, Thos, Townend Golcar, Huddersfield, Waste Dealer. Pet Feb 2 
Huddersfield, Feb 26 at 10. Haigh, Huddersfield. 

Toms, Geo Spencer, Bishops Nynepton, Devon, Farmer. Pet Feb 6, Exe- 
ter, Feb 25 at 12. Willesford, Exeter. 

Turner, Hy, Manchester, Blacking Manufacturer. Pet Feb 7. Manchester, 
Feb 26 at 11. Swan, Manchester. 

Turner, Rchd, Chesterfield, Cabinet Maker. Pet Feb 6. Sheffield, Feb 28 
at 10. Gratton, Chesterfield, and Unwin, Sheffield. 

Vamplew, Saml, Grimoldby, Lincoln, Labourer, Pet Feb 4. Louth, Feb 
19 at 11. Brown & Son, Lincoln. 

Walters, David, $ , Tallow Chandler. Jan 9. Swansea, Mar 4 at 3, 

Pet Feb 4. Birm, Feb 23 at 

12. Harding, Tunstall, and Smith, Birm. 

Weare, John, St Cuthbert, Wells, Somerset, Farmer. Pet Feb3. Wells, 
Feb 23 at 1. Reed, Bridgwater. 

Whittaker, John Smith, Great Grimsby, Cooper. Pet Feb 4, Great 
Grimsby, Feb 20 at \!. Wintringham, Grimsby. 

Wildbore, Chas, West Stockwith, Nottingham, Joiner. Pet Feb3, Gains- 
borough, Feb 18 at LI. Biadon, Gainsborough. 

Wikibore, Mary, West Stockwith, Nottingham, Joiner. Pet Fb 3. Gains- , 
borough, Feb 18 at 11. Bladon, Gainsborough, 

Williams, Janet, Liantrissant, Glamorgan, Widow. Pet Cardiff, Jan 19 
(for pau) Jan 30. Pontypridd, Feb 21 at ll. Ensor, Cardiff. 


Young, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Merchant Tailor, Pet Feb 7, New~ 
castle, Feb 28 at 10, Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Turspay, Feb. 10, 1863, 
Garner, Chas, East Grinstead, Farmer. Feb 4. 
Hunt, Jas, Sheffield, Plumber. Feb 5. 
Verigoe, Joseph, Tunbridge Wells, Builder. 





Feb 5. 





BANKRUPTCIES IN IRELAND. 


Bennett, Wm, & Edw Seymour, Clonakilty, Cork, Timber Merchants. To 
surr Feb 20 and Mar 10. 
or Jeremiah, Mountmellick, Corn Dealer. To surr Feb 20 ané 


r 10. 
Lyster, Chas, Dublin, Wine Merchant.~ To surr Feb'17 and Mar 3. ; 
Reilly, Peter, Drinagh, Wexford, Contractor.. To-surr Feb 17 and Mar 6. 
Siericck, Sml, Athy, Kildare, Painter. To surr Feb 17 and Mar 9 


% 








